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House of Representatives
The House met at 10 a.m.
Chaplain Steven Colwell, Army Re-

serve Readiness Training Center, Fort
McCoy, Wisconsin, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our most gracious Heavenly Father,
we thank You for giving us this day,
another day of life for us to cherish
Your goodness and Your majesty. May
we use this day seeking Truth and in so
doing return it as our gift to You.

O Lord, bless these gathered here
with Your wisdom. Guard them and
guide them, O Father, and fill them
with Your Presence. Bless their fami-
lies and the staffs that labor by their
side in government. May the laws en-
acted here conform to the Great Law
that emanates from Your righteous-
ness. I beseech You, Lord, to hear this
prayer, prayed by a simple soldier, of-
fered to You in the Name of the Prince
of Peace. Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Chair’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. LAMPSON led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

CHAPLAIN STEVEN COLWELL

(Mr. KIND asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
Speaker for the opportunity to say a
few words about our guest chaplain
today. I am proud that the inspiring
words heard this morning came from
one of my constituents, Chaplain Ste-
ven Colwell. He serves as staff minister
at the Army Reserve Readiness Train-
ing Center at Fort McCoy, Wisconsin.

At Fort McCoy, Chaplain Colwell is
the primary instructor on ethics and
Army values training. In addition, he
provides spiritual guidance and coun-
seling to the more than 100,000 soldiers
who come to Fort McCoy to train every
year. The support that Chaplain
Colwell provides to the military per-
sonnel and their families is invaluable.
Chaplain Colwell has received numer-
ous military honors, including the
Army Commendation Medal with two
Oak Leaf Clusters, the Kuwait Libera-
tion Medal, and the South West Asia
Service Medal with three Bronze Stars.

Chaplain Colwell has provided tre-
mendous service to his community as
well as our country. I am fortunate to
have him as a constituent and pleased
that he could share his inspiring words
with us today. I thank Chaplain
Colwell for being here today and for his
service and dedication to our country.

APPOINTMENT AS INSPECTOR
GENERAL FOR UNITED STATES
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 6
of rule II, the Speaker, majority leader,
and minority leader jointly appoint
Mr. Steven A. McNamara of Sterling,
Virginia, to the position of Inspector
General for the United States House of
Representatives for the 107th Congress,
effective January 3, 2001.

f

MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

(Mr. WELLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, let me
ask a question of fairness and that is a
pretty fundamental issue of fairness
and that is, is it right, is it fair, that
under our Tax Code that married work-
ing couples pay higher taxes just be-
cause they are married? Is it right, is it
fair, that two working people, a hus-
band and wife, both in the workforce,
pay on average $1,400 more in higher
taxes just because they are married,
$1,400 more than an identical couple
that lives together outside of mar-
riage?

I think we all agree that it is wrong
that 26 million married working cou-
ples on average pay $1,400 more just be-
cause they are married. It is called the
marriage tax penalty.

I was proud that this House and the
Senate last year sent to the President
legislation with bipartisan support
wiping out the marriage tax penalty
for almost everyone who suffers it. Un-
fortunately, it fell victim to the Presi-
dent’s veto. Well, we have an oppor-
tunity this year to eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty, an opportunity to
work together in a bipartisan way and
send to our new President, President
Bush, who indicates he will sign into
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law our efforts to eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty, to get the job done
this year.

I want to extend the invitation to my
colleagues to join with us to eliminate
the marriage tax penalty.

f

INTERNATIONAL ABDUCTIONS
(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today for the first time to address the
107th Congress. Representing southeast
Texas has been an honor and a privi-
lege, and I look forward to two more
years of service.

My grandson Nicholas joined me at
the swearing-in ceremony this year and
that was great; but unfortunately,
there are many grandparents and par-
ents who have not been so lucky and do
not have the opportunity to share their
lives with their children and grand-
children.

During my first year in office, I
founded the Congressional Missing and
Exploited Children’s Caucus in re-
sponse to the abduction and murder of
a 12-year-old girl in Friendswood,
Texas. The devastation felt by her fam-
ily and the determination of the volun-
teers who searched for her inspired me
to found this caucus, which includes
138 members and provides a loud and
unified voice for missing children with-
in Congress.

Mr. Speaker, as we begin the first
session of the 107th Congress, I ask my
colleagues who are not already mem-
bers of the caucus to join me and to en-
courage those who are already mem-
bers to continue fighting with me for
our children and for our families. Let
us work together as parents, grand-
parents, and Members of Congress to
keep our children safe.

f

BREAST AND CERVICAL CANCER
TREATMENT ACT

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
last Congress the passage of the Breast
and Cervical Cancer Treatment Act
was a huge victory for women across
our Nation. This legislation gives every
State the option of providing lifesaving
treatment to low-income women who
have been diagnosed with breast or cer-
vical cancer through the early detec-
tion screening program.

I congratulate the governor of my
home State, Florida, Jeb Bush, who
recognized the great benefits of this
program early on. Governor Bush in-
cluded almost $13 million in his budget
to provide cancer treatment to low-
and moderate-income women. I hope
that the governors and legislators in
every State follow the example of our
governor, Jeb Bush, and help give
women a fighting chance at beating
this treacherous disease.

I especially congratulate Jane
Torres, Teresa Moran-Menendez, and
all of the members of the Florida
Breast Cancer Coalition who lobbied
and worked tirelessly to make this
happen. On behalf of Florida’s women,
I thank Governor Jeb Bush.

f

WHITE HOUSE WAS NOT THE ONLY
AMERICAN INSTITUTION THAT
WAS TRASHED

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, graf-
fiti on the walls, furniture destroyed,
doors glued shut, garbage in refrig-
erators. Sounds like Animal House, but
I am talking about the Clinton White
House. Now if that is not enough to
wax your windows, former President
Clinton has said, and I quote, he wants
‘‘a complete and thorough investiga-
tion into this crime at the White
House.’’ Beam me up. This is the same
President that wanted no investigation
into Chinese Communist cash being
funneled to the Democrat National
Committee, and we let him get away
with it. Unbelievable.

Mr. Speaker, the White House was
not the only American institution that
was trashed. The Clinton administra-
tion not only trashed, they shredded
our Constitution.

I yield back the garbage at the
former Clinton White House.

f

ENVIRONMENTAL EXTREMISTS
DRIVE UP COST OF UTILITIES

(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, if people
wonder why their utility bills have
gone up so much lately, they need look
no further than the environmental
groups. Environmentalists protest and
stop or delay and thus drive up the
costs every time a company tries to
produce more natural gas, coal, oil or
lumber. As a recent column by Thomas
Sowell pointed out, these groups have
stopped California from building any
new power plants for over a decade.
Many lower-income and senior citizens
are now having to choose between eat-
ing or paying their utility bills. Most
of the, quote, credit for this belongs to
environmental extremists. If our lead-
ers do not soon realize how left-wing
most environmentalists have become,
it will soon wreck our economy.

f

NEW MEMBERS WELCOMED TO
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, because I
represent the home jurisdiction of the

United States Congress, I want to per-
sonally welcome new Members of the
House and my friends and colleagues
from past years. Many of them will
spend more of their time here than
they will in their own home district.
They should know something about the
city, and there is a Dear Colleague
coming to them which they may find
useful.

The city has rapidly revitalized.
After a period of financial crisis, it was
the only city that had to carry State,
county, and municipal functions. Ulti-
mately, it had to have a control board
like the boards they had in New York
and Philadelphia and Cleveland and
other cities, but on Monday after 4
years of balanced budgets and sur-
pluses, indeed the end of the control
period was announced 2 years ahead of
time. We have been witnessing not only
financial revival but the complete
overhaul of services, enormous
progress. The front page of the Wash-
ington Post talks about some of that
progress today. If Members have serv-
ice problems in their own home or in
their own neighborhood, I hope they
will be in touch with my office.

f

EVERY CHILD SHOULD HAVE A
FIRST-CLASS EDUCATION

(Mr. FERGUSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, as a
former teacher, I believe that our most
profound responsibility is to ensure
that every child has a first-class edu-
cation, that no child is left behind, and
that all students can share in the pride
and promise of educational oppor-
tunity. That is why I am so pleased
with the bipartisan support education
reform is receiving from my colleagues
in the House and in the Senate.

It is important that we continue to
put our children above politics. I be-
lieve that while we call for higher
standards, we must also provide
schools with both the funding and the
flexibility that they need to succeed.
Flexibility is a key to success. After
all, the needs of schools in Green Brook
and Warren, towns in my district in
New Jersey, are different from the
needs of schools in Green Bay and in
Wichita.

Targeting resources to local prior-
ities will ensure that dollars reach the
programs that need them the most,
such as hiring new teachers to reduce
class size, expanding charter schools
and funding for new school construc-
tion.

I commend our President and my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for
advocating common sense education
reforms that, if enacted, will strength-
en our public schools and make sure
that no child is left behind. After all,
our children are our country’s most
precious resource.
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MAKING IN ORDER MOTION TO

SUSPEND THE RULES ON TODAY

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Speaker be au-
thorized to entertain a motion to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution today,
January 31, 2001:

House Concurrent Resolution 15.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OF HOUSE FROM JANUARY
31, 2001 TO FEBRUARY 6, 2001

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privi-
leged concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 18) and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

H. CON. RES. 18
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on the legislative day of Wednesday,
January 31, 2001, it stand adjourned until 2
p.m. on Tuesday, February 6, 2001.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules.

f

PERMITTING USE OF ROTUNDA OF
CAPITOL FOR CEREMONY AS
PART OF COMMEMORATION OF
DAYS OF REMEMBRANCE OF VIC-
TIMS OF HOLOCAUST

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 14) per-
mitting the use of the rotunda of the
Capitol for a ceremony as part of the
commemoration of the days of remem-
brance victims of the Holocaust.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 14

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the rotunda of the
Capitol is authorized to be used on April 18,
2001, for a ceremony as part of the com-
memoration of the days of remembrance of
victims of the Holocaust. Physical prepara-
tions for the ceremony shall be carried out
in accordance with such conditions as the
Architect of the Capitol may prescribe.

b 1015

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Pursuant to the rule, the

gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Public Law 96–388,
signed October 7 of 1980, and the origi-
nal bill was introduced by the late Rep-
resentative Sydney Yates, created the
United States Holocaust Memorial
Council. The council was charged with
providing for appropriate ways for the
Nation to commemorate the Days of
Remembrance as an annual national
civic commemoration of the Holocaust.
As a result of this legislation, the first
ceremony of remembrance was held in
the rotunda in 1979 and has been held
there every year since, except periods
when the rotunda has been closed for
renovations.

House Concurrent Resolution 14 will
provide for this year’s annual national
ceremony to be held April 18 in the ro-
tunda. That ceremony will be the cen-
terpiece of similar remembrance cere-
monies to be held throughout the Na-
tion.

This is an important resolution, Mr.
Speaker, in memory of, I think, one of
the largest tragedies that the world
has ever seen, and I urge that we sup-
port this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I am very pleased and proud to rise in
support of this concurrent resolution
that would grant the use of the Capitol
rotunda for the 2001 Days of Remem-
brance Ceremony. I certainly want to
thank the new chairman, and I want to
congratulate him also, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY), who has had a
distinguished career in the State legis-
lature, chaired the Committee on Ap-
propriations in the Senate in Ohio and
has come to the House and made an ex-
traordinary contribution and has just
been named as chairman of the House
Administration Committee. I con-
gratulate him and look forward to
working with him. I want to congratu-
late the chairman for his hard work in
getting this resolution to the floor
today in a very timely fashion.

Mr. Speaker, this ceremony has oc-
curred annually in the Capitol rotunda.
It is the centerpiece of similar pro-
grams that occur all across our land.
There is no doubt that the rotunda, the
site of so many of our Nation’s histor-
ical events, is a fitting and appropriate
place for such a program. It is a place
of unity, where we gather together as a
Nation to celebrate and, yes, some-
times to mourn. On April 18, 2001, it
will once again be at the forefront of
the Nation’s attention as we gather to
remember one of the most heinous
times in our past, and to pledge anew
that it will never, never, never again
happen, and that we will never, never
again turn our backs on genocide.

The theme of this year’s program is
‘‘Remembering the Past for the Sake of

the Future.’’ This should be more than
just a theme for a few days; it should
be a guiding principle in all of our ac-
tions.

Sixty years ago the Nazis began their
campaign of genocide against European
Jews and others perceived to be not
productive parts of the society. When
the war finally ended, more than 11
million people, including 6 million
Jews, died at the hands of the Nazis. In
the years since, we have built memo-
rials and museums so we can better re-
member, and this is certainly appro-
priate.

In remembering the past, however,
we must always consider the future.
This sentiment was perhaps best stated
in the 1979 report of the President’s
Commission on the Holocaust that
said, ‘‘A memorial unresponsive to the
future would violate the memory of the
past.’’

The Days of Remembrance program
is a living remembrance of the past
that should always help guide the fu-
ture. It forces us to consider what we
can do to prevent genocide from ever
occurring again. It raises questions we
often grapple with in the Congress. As
we all know, Mr. Speaker, we grappled
with it in Bosnia, in Kosovo. So it is
not ancient history; it is recent his-
tory.

What should we have done and what
can we do in Rwanda, Afghanistan, the
Sudan? Well, let us also use this oppor-
tunity to shine a light into the dark
corners of our own Nation. In the past
several years, we have seen a prolifera-
tion of hate crimes across our land. We
must use the power that the people
have granted us to pass laws to help
ensure that these horrible acts will
never go unpunished, or even perhaps
more importantly, or as importantly,
unrecognized.

As most of my colleagues know, the
Days of Remembrance Commemoration
was created in the establishment
clause of the legislation that created
the United States Holocaust Memorial
Council. I would like to thank all of
the members, Mr. Speaker, of the
Council for their tremendous work that
ensures that this Nation and our people
will never forget and will never allow
this tragic history to repeat itself.

I would also take a moment, and the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) has
also mentioned him, to remember the
late and great Member of this House
who served almost a half a century, Sid
Yates from Illinois. Sid Yates kept the
faith. Sid Yates kept the light burning.
Sid Yates made us all remember. Sid
Yates was a giant in this institution, a
giant in this country; and we miss him.
This commemoration will certainly be
another remembrance of him as well.
Through Sid, though he is no longer
with us, his efforts to ensure that cur-
rent and future generations never for-
get the Holocaust will reverberate for
years to come.

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken to my
good friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), who is a strong
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supporter of this resolution and a tire-
less advocate for human rights. Unfor-
tunately, Mr. Speaker, he cannot be on
the House Floor today and, therefore,
is unable to support this resolution on
the floor at this time. But as our rank-
ing member on the Committee on
International Relations, and I see we
have the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HYDE) here, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations; the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) would join the chairman in sup-
port of this resolution. I would like to
thank him for his continuing support.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution, and I would
also like to urge them to participate in
this event, to remember the past, to re-
flect upon our obligation to the future.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I just want to
take a second to also thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER) for his work on this important
resolution and for his work on the com-
mittee.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN).

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
support of H. Con. Res. 14, sponsored by
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. NEY) and by the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER); and I am
pleased to be an original cosponsor of
this measure. I want to commend the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)
for his supportive comments and his
tribute to former Congressman Sid
Yates who did so much good work in
reminding all of us about the impor-
tance to commemorate the Holocaust.

House Concurrent Resolution 14 per-
mits the use of our congressional ro-
tunda for the annual ceremony com-
memorating the Days of Remembrance
of the victims of the Holocaust. The
annual Days of Remembrance spon-
sored by our Nation’s Holocaust Memo-
rial Council, of which I am a congres-
sional member, will take place this
year on April 18. That important com-
memorative program allows our Con-
gress and the Nation to appropriately
observe the Days of Remembrance for
victims of the Holocaust, to pay trib-
ute to the American Army liberators of
the concentration camp survivors. And
by commemorating this enormous
tragedy, we remind the world that we
must not let it happen again anywhere
in the world.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge our
colleagues to adopt this important res-
olution, H. Con. Res. 14.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. CANTOR).

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my support for House
Concurrent Resolution 14, permitting
the use of the rotunda of the Capitol to
commemorate the Days of Remem-
brance of victims of the holocaust.

The use of the Capitol rotunda for
this occasion is a fitting tribute to the
victims of the Holocaust, and I am
proud that the United States Congress
recognizes the importance of the les-
sons taught by their death and suf-
fering. It is appropriate that we com-
memorate those who tragically lost
their lives in the Holocaust. However,
it is also important to note that the re-
membrance of this dark chapter of
human history serves to remind us of
what can happen when the funda-
mental tenets of democracy are dis-
carded by dictatorial regimes.

While we in the United States, the
birthplace of Thomas Jefferson and
James Madison, have experienced years
of peace and prosperity, we must not
forget that genocide and human rights
abuses continue to occur elsewhere
around the world. As the leader of the
Free World, the United States must use
its power and influence to bring sta-
bility to the world and educate people
around the globe about the horrors of
the Holocaust to ensure that it must
never happen again.

I am pleased that the growing num-
ber of community-based Holocaust mu-
seums around the country are a reflec-
tion of our increasing awareness of the
lessons of the Holocaust. I am proud to
be a founding trustee of the Virginia
Holocaust Museum and applaud the ef-
forts of those who join us nationwide in
support of this noble cause. Only when
every person understands the mag-
nitude of the death, destruction, and
utter horrors of the Holocaust can we
feel we have done everything to pre-
vent its recurrence.

Therefore, as we remember the hor-
rors of this dark chapter in human his-
tory and remain dedicated to increas-
ing awareness of the Holocaust, I am
pleased to be here in support of this
resolution regarding the use of the
Capitol rotunda on this most solemn
occasion.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from
Maryland for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support House
Concurrent Resolution 14 to make use
of the rotunda to commemorate the
victims of the Holocaust. When we
think about the Holocaust, we must
understand the centrality of an indi-
vidual people with their passions,
dreams, aspirations, and agonies as
being the voices that sear our con-
science to honor righteousness and em-
brace a future of justice for all.

These voices strive to teach us that
the Holocaust was not an abstract in-

justice that defiled, tortured and killed
six million Jews, but a testament of
faith that the origins of injustice are in
the minds and hearts of men and
women and that justice will come into
the world only when the unjust persons
change their ways in a move to love
thy neighbor. If we refuse to hear these
voices, we ourselves will be perpetual
victims of our past and our inherit-
ance. Let us not forget the victims of
the Holocaust when we see the faces of
desperate people.

Mr. Speaker, I simply wanted to add
my voice to that of those who not only
want to make use of the rotunda, but
those who would want to share our ex-
pressions and feelings of concern for a
tremendous tragedy that wrecked our
world. I urge passage of this resolution.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Maryland for yielding me this time,
and I thank those who have offered this
resolution.

I rise in support of the resolution
providing for a ceremony in commemo-
ration of the Days of Remembrance of
the victims of the Holocaust. Out of
this horrific and tragic story of life and
death and the loss of so many loved
ones in a tragedy in our world history
comes an acknowledgment that we
should never, never forget.

As my colleagues have indicated, the
story of the Holocaust is more than the
reciting of the tragedy of six million
lives, not faceless human beings, but
families, mothers and fathers, children,
grandparents, all of whom lost their
lives in the tragedy of extreme and
brutal cruelty because they were dif-
ferent. So I believe what we are stand-
ing here today and supporting and con-
tinuing to remember is that we will be
strong in supporting what is right,
what is open, and what is fair and what
is loving, and never, never forget what
has been done from one human race to
another.

b 1030

I would offer to say that we should
also raise up our prayers for peace in
the Middle East and I offer my con-
gratulations for this celebration.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to pay trib-
ute to the Holocaust Museum in my
city, the City of Houston, and thank
them for what they have brought to
our community, for they have taught
us tolerance and peace and love, and I
hope that we will continue that in this
Nation.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from the State of Washington
(Mr. MCDERMOTT).

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, in
the history of the world, there are very
few issues that strike us so hard as
what went on during the Holocaust,
but life goes on. I was noticing this
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morning that 100,000 people have died
in India in an earthquake, and it is off
the front page of the New York Times.
We pass on to the next event and the
next event, and people tend to forget.

Mr. Speaker, and what is important,
not only for us as human beings in the
Congress, but for the American people
and the world, to not forget is what
happens if people who care are not vigi-
lant. People who know what is going
on must speak out. When I think about
what will go on over there, I always
think of the statement made by Martin
Noemuller, who said, ‘‘When they came
for the Communist, I was not a Com-
munist, so I did not speak up. And
when they came for the trade union-
ists, I was not a trade unionist, and so
I did not speak up. And when they
came for the socialist, I was not a so-
cialist, and I was not a Jew. And when
they came for me, there was nobody to
speak up.’’

I think that the decision by the
House of Representatives to take the
time to make a day of remembrance in
the Rotunda is a very small step to-
wards helping us to remember.

We, all of us, know people whose fam-
ilies were affected by it, and when you
listen to their stories, one of the things
I do on the 4th of July is give a liberty
award to the immigrant to our country
who has done things for the people of
Seattle. About 3 years ago, I gave an
award to a woman who came, when all
of her family was lost, she was the only
one who came to the United States.
She opened a successful business, but
she spent all of her extra time and
money educating people of Seattle
about what this is about. And I think
that the House is to be commended, the
leadership is to be commended to put
this first on the agenda. Because if we
ever forget what our democracy is real-
ly all about, we are in danger of losing
it.

Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to be ris-
ing in support.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ACKER-
MAN).

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
some pictures on the wall in my den,
they were left to me by my mother,
pictures of people that I never met.
They are people in Europe, some of
them in Poland, especially who my
mother would refer to as her aunt so-
and-so or her cousin so-and-so, people
that she never saw again when she left
Poland as a 6-year-old girl.

People who just disappeared and no-
body knew what happened to them, but
everybody knew, in reality, what hap-
pened to them. They had been rounded
up, little kids, their parents, husbands
and wives, separated in extermination
camps, put into gas chambers and just
changed into smoke.

The entire world, Mr. Speaker, stood
by for so long during that period of
time. People did not want to know. It
was a catastrophe of just enormous
proportions that at the end, there were

over 12 million people that were
exterminated, 6 million of them Jews,
Catholics, labor union workers, gypsies
and others. Horrible experiments done
on human beings just for the sadistic
curiosity of so many physicians gone
mad in Nazi Germany.

The world turned a blind eye. Oh,
they had excuses. They did not know.
They did not hear about it. When we
think about it, Mr. Speaker, people dis-
appearing in the middle of the night,
half of towns just disappearing and
others thinking, thinking that they
better not speak up, lest something
happen to them.

We must recognize this tragedy of all
tragedies, Mr. Speaker. The action in
the House today to make the Rotunda
available for a commemoration of this
terribly horrific event is something
that we do with a great deal of sadness,
but with the knowledge of knowing
that if we did not take this kind of ac-
tion to keep reminding the world that,
indeed, these things do happen, that
they can happen, and that there are
good people who must and need to
speak up, then we could never prevent
this from happening again.

Mr. Speaker, I commend all of our
colleagues who have spoken here today
and all who have expressed their sup-
port for this resolution, and I thank
the sponsors of the resolution for
bringing it before us today.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ACKERMAN) for his
very poignant and powerful comments.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank my colleagues for their support
in sponsorship of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, before my election to
the House, I served as the President of
the Institute on the Holocaust and the
Law, and we studied and analyzed how
laws were used not to protect people,
but as instruments of oppression; how
over 400 anti-Jewish laws were promul-
gated and formulated to discriminate,
to segregate, to impoverish and to an-
nihilate; how judges used the most
murderous interpretation of law to im-
pose death sentences for petty crimes;
how law professors formulated lethal
theories to advance a political agenda
that discriminated against so many
people.

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is very fit-
ting that we, as law-makers, be re-
minded of the unique role of law and
the profound difference between law
and justice.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER) for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, we should look upon the
day of remembrance in the very same
way that we look upon Martin Luther

King’s birthday. We need to remember,
because if we forget, we cannot be sure
that sacrifices that were made will not
have to be made again.

I went to school in segregated
schools of the District of Columbia. It
was not until I had the opportunity to
go away to college that I actually
learned that 6 million Jews had been
murdered in World War II. I knew all
about World War II, why did I not know
about this sacrifice? That is what seg-
regation and isolation from one an-
other will do to you.

Mr. Speaker, I remember the day
there in the dormitory when sitting
around in an integrated group that I
first learned, and it stuck me like a
bolt of lightning. I could not believe it,
well, believe it. Believe that anti-Semi-
tism is still alive. Believe that it exists
in all communities and in all races and
in this country, and that there are still
incidences every year reported in the
North and the South and the East and
the West, believe it.

So as we go to the day of remem-
brance in this great building, let us un-
derstand that we are not only remem-
bering. We remember so that we will
not forget for a reason, because these
issues of racial and religious hatred do
not die forever, and they need, each
generation, to vivify what they can
mean. So what we do on the day of re-
membrance and what we do here in this
House is most appropriate, and if we
think about our country and the world
today, we will understand as well that
it is most necessary.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ex-
press my strong support for H. Con. Res. 14,
to authorize the use of the Rotunda of the
United States Capitol for the national civic
commemoration of the Days of Remembrance
of the Holocaust later this year. I want to ex-
press my thanks to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on House Administration, Mr. NEY of
Ohio, for his leadership in this matter, and I
also want to thank my dear friend and distin-
guished colleague Mr. HOYER of Maryland, the
ranking Democratic member of the Committee.

Mr. Speaker, as the only survivor of the Hol-
ocaust ever elected to the Congress of the
United States, this resolution has special
meaning for me. Remembering the Holocaust
on this day provides us the opportunity to pay
tribute to the vast numbers of innocent men,
women and children who were murdered en
masse by the Nazi war machine and its Fas-
cist allies. It also reminds us of man’s mind-
less inhumanity towards man.

In the traumatic, final days of the Second
World War, when the full horror of Hitler’s
‘‘Final Solution’’ was brought to light, the inter-
national community said ‘‘never again.’’ Look-
ing back over the past fifty years since the
Holocaust, this hope has, unfortunately, not
been realized. Time and time again whole
populations have been extinguished in south-
east Asia, central Africa, southeast Europe
and elsewhere as religious, ethnic and racial
hatred ran amok. Innocent men, women, and
children have been targeted for destruction for
the sole reason that they were of a different
religious, ethnic or racial community.

Mr. Speaker, this annual observance of the
‘‘Days of Remembrance’’ is a much-needed
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reminder of the nightmare of the Holocaust
and the massacre of 6 million innocent people
by a brutal and barbaric regime. It also re-
minds us that hate persists in today’s world,
that hate crimes are prosecuted each and
every day, and that we must do all in our
power to prevent hate crimes from leading to
future holocausts.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of Concurrent Resolution 14, which
would permit the use of the Capitol Rotunda
for ceremonies commemorating the Days of
Remembrance of the victims of the Holocaust.
Holocaust Remembrance Days are specially
designated periods of time during which vic-
tims of the Holocaust are cherished and re-
membered. Further, these days serve as re-
minders to all citizens that the evils of bigotry,
hate, and indifference are very real, and con-
tinue to pose serious threats. Yet, it is in the
remembrance of the Holocaust and the com-
memoration of those who perished that we
overcome these evils and symbolize a voice
that speaks for the very essence of humanity.

I can think of no better place than the Ro-
tunda of the United States Capitol to capture
the appropriate elements of reverence and
dignity necessary for the remembrance of the
victims of this tragedy. And it is with such re-
membrance that we allow individuals to be
educated about the Holocaust so that future
generations will know the horrors of violent in-
difference. The United States Capitol has
stood as a symbol for freedom and liberty, a
symbol that brilliantly reflects the positive as-
pects of this country. The Capitol may once
again serve as such a symbol, and at this time
may reflect the inspiration that has allowed the
survivors of the Holocaust and the friends and
family of survivors to truly survive, and will
also join the battle against the greatest enemy
to the remembrance of the victims of the Holo-
caust, silence.

Mr. Speaker, indifference is not neutral and
is not unspoken. Indifference has a voice in
the present and in the past. And as we move
sixty years beyond the Holocaust, our obliga-
tion in honoring those who perished will live
on and be fulfilled by telling their grim but in-
spirational story from the hall of our govern-
ment reserved for the highest tribute, the Cap-
itol Rotunda.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 14, which will allow the
use of the Capitol Rotunda for an April 18th
ceremony to pay tribute and respect for the
victims of the Holocaust. This day will be a
demonstration of respect and remembrance
for the Jews and their families whose property
was stolen, hopes and dreams suffocated, and
lives extinguished in the Nazi death camps
and throughout Nazi-ruled Europe.

We also come together to recognize that if
we are ever to witness a universal respect for
human rights, we must begin by acknowl-
edging the truth: Even today, governments still
continue to commit atrocities against their own
citizens while escaping the consequences of
their actions, internally by means of repression
and externally for reasons of political expedi-
ency.

The events that took place under Nazi rule
were real. Real people—women, children, the
old, and the infirm—were wiped out. The
sheer scope of the slaughter was and still is
shocking. And yet when so many react with si-

lence or indifference to genocidal horrors oc-
curring today, in Rwanda, Congo, and Bosnia,
we effectively give our approval to genocidal
abuses of power.

We must all recognize that silence can not
be acceptance when it comes to human rights
abuses. Not just violations of the past, but
also against violations which are occurring in
our world today. We must let the truth about
these events be known and continue to speak
out against all instances of inhumanity.

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have come
to the floor of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives today to commend the authors of H.
Con. Res. 14, legislation that will permit the
use of the Capitol rotunda for a ceremony as
part of the commemoration of the Days of Re-
membrance of victims of the Holocaust.

I believe it is vital for the United States to
continue to lead the way in the remembrance
and prevention of crimes against humanity.
And that is the exact purpose served by the
legislation before us today, which will enable
us to hold a solemn ceremony in the rotunda
of the Capitol to remember the millions of vic-
tims of the Holocaust.

The important lesson learned by remem-
bering the victims of the Holocaust is that
man’s inhumanity to man, if unchecked, can
quickly result in the slaughter of millions of in-
nocent people. Whether we honor the victims
of the Holocaust at the U.S. Capitol, or wheth-
er we study the tragic story of other geno-
cides, the universal lesson is that America has
a national interest in assuring that the 21st
century is not marred by genocide.

Mr. Speaker, over the past several months
I have been honored to work with one of my
constituents, Ms. Bonnie Glogover, of
Edgewater, New Jersey in an effort to in-
crease awareness about the Holocaust. Ms.
Glogover, whose father is a survivor of Ausch-
witz, is working to see that Holocaust Remem-
brance Day is printed on calendars to educate
the public about this important observance.
Her unending dedication to this worthwhile
cause is a tribute to our sworn duty to never
forget, and I am proud to be associated with
her in this endeavor.

This year, Holocaust Remembrance Day will
be commemorated on April 19, 2001. I urge all
my colleagues to inform their constituents of
this and to join House and Senate leaders in
the Capitol Rotunda this April to remember the
innocent victims of the Holocaust.

I am honored to support H. Con. Res. 14
and I urge my colleagues to vote for this
worthwhile legislation.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to com-
mend the sponsors and supporters of this res-
olution, permitting the use of the Rotunda of
the Capitol for a ceremony as part of the com-
memoration of the Days of Remembrance of
Victims of the Holocaust.

Prior to being elected to this House, I
served as president of the Institute on the Hol-
ocaust and the Law. The Institute studies and
analyzed how laws were used in the Holo-
caust as instruments of oppression, rather
than protection. How over 400 anti-Jewish de-
crees were promulgated and formulated to dis-
criminate, segregate, impoverish and annihi-
late. How judges used murderous interpreta-
tion of legal theory to impose death sentences
for petty crimes. How law professors formu-
lated lethal theories to advance a political
agenda that affected millions, Jews and gen-
tiles alike.

I believe it is fitting that we, as lawmakers,
be reminded of the unique role of the law in
the Holocaust; and the profound and vast dif-
ference between law and justice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 14.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Con.
Res. 14.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-
TIMS OF EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA
ON JANUARY 26, 2001, AND SUP-
PORT FOR ONGOING AID EF-
FORTS

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 15) ex-
pressing sympathy for the victims of
the devastating earthquake that
struck India on January 26, 2001, and
support for ongoing aid efforts.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 15

Whereas on the morning of January 26,
2001, a devastating and deadly earthquake
shook the state of Gujarat in western India,
killing untold tens of thousands of people,
injuring countless others, and crippling most
of the region;

Whereas the earthquake of January 26,
2001, has left thousands of buildings in ruin,
caused widespread fires, and destroyed infra-
structure;

Whereas the people of India and people of
Indian origin have displayed strength, cour-
age, and determination in the aftermath of
the earthquake;

Whereas the people of the United States
and India have developed a strong friendship
based on mutual interests and respect;

Whereas India has appealed to the World
Bank, the Asian Development Bank, and the
international community for the economic
assistance to meet the substantial relief and
reconstruction needs facing that country in
the aftermath of the earthquake;

Whereas the United States has offered
technical and monetary assistance through
the United States Agency for International
Development (USAID); and

Whereas offers of assistance have also
come from the Governments of Turkey,
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Switzerland, Taiwan, Russia, Germany,
China, Canada, and others, as well as count-
less nongovernmental organizations: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress—

(1) expresses its deepest sympathies to the
citizens of the state of Gujarat and to all of
India for the tragic losses suffered as a result
of the earthquake of January 26, 2001;

(2) expresses its support for—
(A) the people of India as they continue

their efforts to rebuild their cities and their
lives;

(B) continuing and substantially increas-
ing the amount of disaster assistance being
provided by the United States Agency for
International Development (USAID) and
other relief agencies; and

(C) providing future economic assistance in
order to help rebuild Gujarat;

(3)(A) supports the economic assistance ef-
forts of the World Bank, the Asian Develop-
ment Bank, and the international commu-
nity; and

(B) urges the President to use United
States influence with these bodies to expe-
dite these efforts; and

(4) recognizes and encourages the impor-
tant assistance that also could be provided
by other nations to alleviate the suffering of
the people of India.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ACKERMAN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H. Con.
Res. 15.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support

of H. Con. Res. 15, which expresses the
sympathy and the condolences of the
American people and the Congress of
the United States following the dev-
astating earthquake that struck west-
ern India January 26, 2001.

This earthquake, the most severe in
India in the past 50 years, registered 7.9
on the Richter scale and caused incal-
culable human suffering and devasta-
tion. The resultant loss of life is esti-
mated to be in the tens of thousands
and hundreds of thousands are home-
less and injured.

President Bush has pledged to pro-
vide immediate assistance to India,
which is in urgent need of medical sup-
plies, food, and emergency relief equip-
ment.

H. Con. Res. 15 supports the efforts of
our government, the World Bank, the
Asian Development Bank and the
international development community,
in their endeavors to provide assist-
ance to the Government of India and
private voluntary organizations that
are engaged in relief efforts.

Mr. Speaker, India is the most popu-
lous democracy on earth and a stra-

tegic partner of the United States. It
is, therefore, fitting that the United
States Congress express its sympathy
and condolences to the people of India
for the tragic loss of life and dev-
astating destruction caused by this
earthquake and support all bilateral
and multilateral efforts to ease the
human suffering in India and provide
assistance in the reconstruction effort.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 15. I
urge its adoption by the House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of House Concurrent Resolution 15.

Mr. Speaker, on the morning of Janu-
ary 26, the devastating earthquake
measuring 7.9 on the Richter scale
ripped through Gujarat State in north-
western India, leaving in its wake de-
struction on a staggering scale. The
full extent of the damage is as yet un-
known, but the numbers of dead are at
least in the tens of thousands, the
number of injured in the hundreds of
thousands, and the number of displaced
is so far over a half a million.

The estimate of property damage
now tops $5 billion, but mere numbers
cannot capture the extent of the devas-
tation, nor the horror at the loss of life
and loved ones.

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my
personal condolences to all of those in
India for the tragic losses that they
have suffered.

b 1045

I also want to express my condo-
lences to those Indian-Americans
whose families or friends have been af-
fected by the earthquake. I know that
the Indian-American community has
mobilized since the earthquake to pro-
vide donations to those organizations
that are assisting the relief operations
on the ground in India, and the com-
munity should be commended for and
assisted in its efforts.

The U.S. Agency for International
Development has responded with a
pledge of $5 million in emergency as-
sistance joining many other nations as
the international community comes to-
gether to assist in the search and res-
cue effort.

I am sure that, in this hour of India’s
deepest need, the United States and the
international community will continue
to do all that they can to assist India
in the rescue and reconstruction ef-
forts.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us
today expresses the deepest sympathies
of the Congress to the people of India
and expresses our support as the people
of India begin to rebuild their lives. I
urge all of our colleagues to support
the resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman

from California (Mr. ROYCE), one of the
coauthors of this resolution.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, first, I
want to commend the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the new chairman
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, especially for expediting this
important resolution to make certain
that it hit the floor today.

I worked on this resolution with the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT), my fellow cochairman of
the Congressional Caucus on India; and
it goes to the issue of the massive
earthquake that with terrifying inten-
sity hit the State of Gujarat in India
on January 26. This is the most mas-
sive quake that India has faced in 50
years. It left in its wake tens of thou-
sands of dead and injured. It devastated
the infrastructure of the region.

The death toll has now been esti-
mated anywhere between 20,000 and, in-
credibly, 100,000 human beings. These
are staggering numbers, though the fa-
tality statistics alone do not begin to
convey the level of suffering that the
people of India have endured and will
endure for years to come as a result of
this quake.

Indeed, the images of death and de-
struction we have seen on television
are sobering. While the quake also im-
pacted Pakistan and Nepal and Ban-
gladesh, it is Gujarat that has been re-
duced to rubble. Thousands who have
been left homeless must now deal with
the loss of family members and the loss
of their neighbors.

But in this tragedy, we were afforded
a look at the strength of the human
spirit. Alongside the devastation that
occurred were the courage and deter-
mination shown by the people of India.
Glimmers of that spirit came in the
news that a mother and her baby were
found among the survivors a full 4 days
after the quake struck.

Offers of assistance have come from
many countries. Not surprisingly,
members of the Indo-American commu-
nity have been quick to deliver their
time and aid. Many Indo-Americans
have family in Gujarat, though it is
the Indo-American community as a
whole that has stepped forward with a
greatly impressive aid drive.

Over the weekend, USAID coordi-
nated an airlift of emergency supplies
to meet the immediate needs of the
families in the region. President Bush
has said that other airlifts are on the
way. This resolution backs that effort
in the strongest of terms which extends
the American tradition of providing
humanitarian aid.

The rebuilding of the state of Gujarat
is a daunting challenge. Economic
damage may top $5 billion. While India
enjoys a growing economy, U.S.-India
commerce is growing, India is still,
though, very much a developing coun-
try that can ill afford this damage, es-
pecially to Gujarat, which was an eco-
nomic powerhouse of India.

But India has a strong partner in the
United States. We can lend a hand. In-
dians and Americans share a strong
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friendship, one that is so promising be-
cause of our common security and eco-
nomic interest as well as the bond of
common values between the world’s
oldest and largest democracies.

This quake, by the way, struck on In-
dia’s Republic Day, a time for India to
celebrate the democratic values upon
which it was founded 51 years ago.

Again, I want to commend the effort
of the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) and applaud the support
many Members of both parties showed
by quickly cosponsoring this resolu-
tion. Showing solidarity now is in In-
dia’s interest and it is in America’s in-
terest, and I urge passage.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington State (Mr.
MCDERMOTT), the cosponsor of the res-
olution before us and also the newly
elected cochair of the Congressional
Caucus on India and Indian-Americans.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to support H. Con. Res. 15,
the concurrent resolution to express
sympathy to the victims of the earth-
quake and the Indian state of Gujarat.

It is really with a very heavy heart
that the gentleman from California
(Mr. ROYCE), my colleague and Indian
Caucus cochair, has introduced this
bill.

I went down to San Francisco on Fri-
day to celebrate Republic Day with the
Indian community. I have never been
in such a sad place filled with people
who had spent the day or the night try-
ing to get through to find out if their
families were still alive.

For those of us who live on the West
Coast, a 7.9 earthquake is truly terri-
fying. I have never been through any-
thing that strong, and I have been
through some tough ones in Seattle,
and I know the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROYCE) has in Southern
California. The devastation was, of
course, clearly going to be a bad earth-
quake. But no one realized that this
was going to be the worst natural dis-
aster in several centuries in India.

Several high-ranking government of-
ficials have already stated that the
death toll is probably going to reach
100,000 people. Conservative estimates
on property damage suggest a $5.5 bil-
lion toll, and that is before there has
really been an assessment of the prob-
lem.

This resolution simply expresses our
sympathies and our support for efforts
by our own country in relief efforts.
The physical devastation of Gujarat
will not be erased for many years, and
the psychological scars may never be
eliminated.

Gujarat is where Mahatma Gandhi
came from. It is where independence
sprang. His first nonviolent act was to
walk from Ahmedabad, the city that
was destroyed, down to the sea. This is
a time of tragedy, then, for our friends
in India and all its people. In recent
years, we have grown increasingly clos-
er to India. The President visited India.
The Prime Minister visited the United

States last year. It was truly an amaz-
ing year last year. Those ties have be-
come tighter and tighter in large meas-
ure because of the strong Indian-Amer-
ican community who has made an
amazing impact in our country.

It has been this community that has
come together to truly lead the Amer-
ican people’s response to this natural
disaster. I was in Seattle for the Re-
public Day celebration on Sunday, and
they had already pledged a million dol-
lars from Seattle.

India is a trading partner, a strategic
partner and certainly an ally in democ-
racy. I truly hope that our token of
support is received by India and the
people of India with our deepest sym-
pathies.

This resolution, I am sure, will be
unanimous on all sides of the aisle. I
am happy this House has acted so
quickly.

I want to thank Speaker HASTERT
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GEPHARDT) for acting so quickly and
especially to thank the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
for waiving their jurisdiction so that
we can vote on it today.

I would like to close by offering a
Sanskrit benediction: ‘‘Sarva Mang-
alam Bha-vantu,’’ peace to everyone.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN), the dis-
tinguished chairman emeritus of the
Committee on International Relations.

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to thank the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE), our distinguished chair-
man, for yielding. And I commend the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROYCE)
and the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. MCDERMOTT) for their sponsorship
of this important resolution.

I am pleased to rise in strong support
of H. Con. Res. 15, a sense of the Con-
gress expressing our sympathy for the
victims of the recent tragic earthquake
in India and support for our ongoing
aid efforts. Our hearts and prayers go
out to our friends and families both
here and abroad who are anguishing
and mourning over this enormous trag-
edy in India.

On January 26, a quake that hit In-
dia’s Gujarat state measured 7.9 on the
Richter Scale. As of yesterday, there
were 6,287 people confirmed dead and
15,481 injured, with estimates putting
the total number of fatalities projected
to be as high as 100,000. That earth-
quake left thousands of buildings in
ruin, caused widespread fires and dev-
astation and impacted the entire infra-
structure of that region.

My office has been in direct contact
with Ambassador Celeste, our rep-
resentative to India; and based on his
report, we are confident that our State
Department is acting swiftly and ap-
propriately in this crisis.

Two days ago, our Nation’s airlift, a
747 aircraft, loaded with supplies capa-

ble of assisting some 8,000 people, land-
ed; and U.S. funds have already been
contributed to India’s prime minister’s
relief fund.

Secretary of State Colin Powell has
been permanently engaged in ensuring
that our government does all that it
can to help in sending emergency
equipment and personnel to help re-
lieve this suffering and then assessing
how and where our assets can best be
utilized.

We commend India’s defense min-
ister, George Fernandes, for his swift
and impressive response to this crisis.
He is well known as being a man of the
people and his dedicated work of his
soldiers is doing God’s work.

It was reported yesterday that Prime
Minister /Vajpayee, while touring areas
hardest hit by the powerful quake,
pledged that no expense would be
spared to rebuild the affected region as
soon as possible. We in our Nation need
to do all that we can to assist him in
his efforts, and I look forward to hear-
ing from the administration how we
can be of further assistance.

I strongly support H. Con. Res. 15 and
urge my colleagues to support the reso-
lution.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), the founder
of the India Caucus and the former
chairman.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great sadness that I come to the
House floor this morning. Last Friday,
as we know, one of the most destruc-
tive and devastating earthquakes hit
India. And the area hit hardest by the
quake was Gujarat, an area where a
majority of Indian-Americans in my
home district of New Jersey come
from.

Many of these Indian-Americans
today are still waiting to hear whether
or not relatives and friends are still
alive. I want the millions of Indian-
Americans to know that my prayers re-
main with them as the struggle to find
victims and provide assistance to the
wounded continues.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution that we
have before us today says two very im-
portant things: first, that, as a country
and as a Congress, we express our deep-
est sympathies to all Indians for the
tragic losses suffered as a result of last
week’s earthquake; and, second, the
resolution voices this Congress’ belief
that we must substantially increase
the amount of disaster assistance being
provided by USAID and other relief
agencies. This is critical.

As of today, USAID has already sent
$5 million in emergency supplies to the
area most devastated. This is a good
start, but we must do more. That is
why I have asked President Bush to
immediately double the amount of
money being sent to India through
USAID. I believe that we will need to
do more in the future, but this assist-
ance will make a huge difference in the
lives of those who are now suffering.

I just lastly want to thank the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
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MCDERMOTT) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE), the new chair-
man on the Congressional Caucus on
India and Indian-Americans, for intro-
ducing this resolution in such a timely
manner.

I ask that my colleagues support this
resolution so that the nation of India
and millions of Indian-Americans here
in the United States know that they
are not alone in helping the victims of
this devastating event.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KNOLLENBERG).

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HYDE) for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise this morning
to join the bipartisan voices of support
to the nation of India during this ex-
tremely difficult time.

As was noted last Friday, western
India, Gujarat, was struck by a dev-
astating earthquake resulting in the
loss of tens of thousands of lives. It has
been mentioned that 100,000 might be
reached, death and devastation that de-
fies description. Perhaps the injuries
will be in the hundreds of thousands,
economic damage of $5 billion or more,
and perhaps even that is not measur-
able.

With the destruction of thousands of
buildings and the devastation of the re-
gion’s infrastructure, India is in great
need of support from the international
community. And I am glad to hear that
USAID has weighed in with an initial
response on January 27th of $5 million.
There is more to come.

Along with that, the international
community, the European Union, the
International Red Cross is on board.
Things are happening, but it cannot
happen fast enough.

b 1100

So, Mr. Speaker, I offer my condo-
lences to all the families and individ-
uals in India and the United States,
and particularly those in my own dis-
trict in Michigan who lost their loved
ones, as well as those who have lost
homes and possessions. I urge all Mem-
bers to join in expressing our deepest
sympathies and continued support as
the people of India face the enormous
task of rebuilding their country.

I urge my colleagues to support the
resolution and I commend the authors,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT), as cochairs,
for bringing this resolution forward.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Ms. KILPATRICK).

(Ms. KILPATRICK asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
first want to thank our ranking mem-
ber for allowing me the time to come
forward, and I thank also the two
chairmen, as well as the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROYCE) and the

gentleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) for bringing this to the
floor quickly.

As a member of the House Committee
on Appropriations, where I serve on the
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations,
Export Financing and Related Pro-
grams, this small appropriation that
we are giving India today hopefully
will be a first step in assisting them
with the tragedy that they suffered on
January 26.

I want to express my sympathy to
the victims of the devastating earth-
quake and let them know that this
Congress, USAID, the World Bank and
the Asian Bank are working in partner-
ship to make sure that we do what we
can to help to rebuild that fabulous
country.

It is important that we show our ap-
preciation and support because mil-
lions of Indian-Americans, as has al-
ready been stated, here in this country
have lost families in their homeland;
over 20,000 and up to 100,000 people los-
ing their lives.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am happy to also
express sympathy and offer support,
and I hope that as we work through the
foreign operations budget we will find
more financing and more support for
the people of India.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 21⁄2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H. Con. Res. 15. I
want to thank the chairman, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), and I
want to thank the ranking member,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS), for so expeditiously bringing
this very important resolution before
us. Obviously, I want to thank the
Members of Congress who crafted it,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

This is so important, and I certainly
express my sorrow and my sympathy to
the citizens of Gujarat, and all of India,
for the losses that they have experi-
enced caused by the tragic earthquake
in India which occurred on January 26.

This earthquake was the most power-
ful to strike India since August 15, 1950.
The Indian Government estimates that
as many as 100,000 people are dead,
200,000 are injured. The media has re-
ported that more than 500,000 people
are displaced. And although logistical
constraints continue to hamper relief
efforts, the United States Agency for
International Development’s Disaster
Assistance Response Team, Catholic
Charities, and dozens of relief agencies
have worked with the Indian Govern-
ment in identifying several critical
needs in affected areas. Hundreds of
volunteers have offered themselves and
equipment to the relief efforts, includ-
ing earth-moving equipment, concrete
cutting and breaking supplies, medical
equipment and supplies, mobile field
surgical hospitals, portable water,
sanitation facilities, food, and shelter.

Americans are traditionally very
generous to those in need, be it an indi-

vidual or an entire Nation. And this
terrible incident is another example of
how we have to come together to at-
tempt to lessen the severe pain that
the country of India is currently expe-
riencing.

Although the search for survivors de-
creases by the day, we must remember
the rebuilding period that will take
decades. Literally hundreds of thou-
sands of men, women, and children are
homeless, widowed, orphaned, and help-
less.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to represent
a large number of Indian-Americans in
my district and to serve on the Con-
gressional Caucus on India and Indian-
Americans. I want to encourage all of
my colleagues to join me in recog-
nizing the pain of an entire Nation and
the courage of its people while offering
long-term support.

Paraphrasing John Donne, who said,
‘‘No man or woman is an island; we are
all connected to each other. The death
of any man or woman diminishes me.
The bell tolls for each of us.’’ Let us re-
spond.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the distin-
guished gentleman from New York (Mr.
ACKERMAN), along with many Members
of the Congressional Caucus on India
and Indian-Americans.

Let me first of all acknowledge the
great contributions that Indo-Ameri-
cans have given to this Nation. Cele-
brating the 51st anniversary of their
democracy this weekend in Houston
with some 5,000, it was very much em-
phasized the drawing together of this
community to lift up India and their
loved ones.

We realize there may be as many as
100,000 dead. And as we have watched
every morning on television, we have
seen not only the sadness but we have
seen the courage, we have seen the
ability of those in India to survive. And
they want to survive and they want to
try to save their family members. I am
hoping, and I believe this resolution is
of great importance to acknowledge
their courage, to acknowledge the dev-
astation and to begin to talk as a coun-
try to increase the amount of aid.

Let me applaud the Congressional
Caucus on India and Indian-Americans
for its request for additional aid, and I
wish to acknowledge Condoleezza Rice
and the Bush administration in re-
sponding to a call I made for an in-
crease in aid. Let us give the Indian
people sympathy and love and let us
give them support.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the sense
of congress resolution expressing sympathy
for the victims of the recent earthquake in
India. The earthquake that struck India on
January 26, 2001, was truly devastating and
horrific. The loss of human life and mass de-
struction of property that has been witnessed
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in India is sad and real. With at least 20,000
people killed, thousands missing or homeless,
and the region’s infrastructure totally dev-
astated, the state of Gujarat and the Indian
nation has an overwhelming task of rebuilding.

The earthquake had enormous affect in In-
dia’s western Gujurat state, and governmental
officials said thousands are injured or missing.
The tremble caused high-rise buildings to
shake from New Delhi to Munbai and Kolkata.
I have learned that the death toll could go as
high as 100,000. Whatever the actual loss,
such tragedies are difficult to ever justify mor-
ally or in any other logical fashion. It is a hu-
manitarian disaster.

The United States can and should play a
leading role in the international relief effort on
behalf of India, given the growing ties with
India and the burgeoning American-Indian
Community in America. In fact, India and the
United States have much in common as the
world’s two largest democracies. Last year, I
had an opportunity to accompany President
Clinton on his historic visit to India to further
strengthen our ties with the people of India.
The warmth and genuineness of the people of
India was unforgettable.

This past weekend I attended a moving
event with Indian-Americans from the 18th
Congressional District of Texas. The Honor-
able Rinzing Wangdi, Consul General of India
was in attendance. I had the opportunity to
speak with a number of Indian-Americans who
spoke about their shock and sadness regard-
ing the earthquake.

Accordingly, I wrote and spoke with the
Bush Administration officials, over the week-
end, to ask for support of the Indian people.
When meeting with American-Indians in my
community, they urged me to seek assistance
for the people of India. While I surely applaud
the innovative efforts being taken within India
to assist the victims during this traumatic time,
urgent assistance is needed for the people of
India. We have all learned by now that search-
ers in India used everything from sniffer dogs
and sophisticated rock-cutting tools to screw-
drivers and their bare hands to search for sur-
vivors. We must hope, of course, that any life
that can be saved will be saved.

In bringing hope and expeditious relief to
the people of India, we must listen to the
growing Indian-American population for their
guidance and expertise in emerging from this
crisis. Indian-Americans, who have organized
themselves into large numbers of associations
and organizations, are playing an important
role in strengthening cooperation in India and
the United States. This is a promising sign for
relations between our nations because we can
pull together in times of need.

As a preliminary response, I am thankful
that coordinated efforts by agencies such as
the American Red Cross and international or-
ganizations are beginning to determine the
needs of the survivors and those left without
basic necessities. Contributions by individuals
to such relief agencies will make such a
discernable difference in the life of the people
of India that have suffered so severely.

Additionally, India will be seeking loans from
the international community to rebuild the dev-
astated areas. The Government of India is ex-
pected to seek loans from international institu-
tions, such as the World Bank and the Asian
Development Bank. The World Bank has thus
far offered $300 million, and has pledged to
put together a longer-term assistance plan in

consultation with the Gujarat state govern-
ment. We understand that India may seek
$1.5 billion in multilateral loans.

Mr. Speaker, we must confront unilateral
U.S. sanctions that are in place against India
to bring some peace and stability to the af-
fected areas. Under the unilateral sanctions
regime on India that went into effect in 1998,
the U.S. government was directed to oppose
multilateral loans and credits to India. How-
ever, under legislation adopted by Congress,
the President of the United States has the au-
thority to waive certain sanctions, including the
mandated U.S. opposition to World Bank
loans, particularly those loans that would have
a direct humanitarian benefit. Clearly, the
present tragedy in India is an enormous hu-
manitarian emergency.

Accordingly, I wish to join my colleagues
and urge the Administration to fully support In-
dia’s request for assistance through inter-
national financial institutions, and should work
within the World Bank and other international
organizations to expedite India’s requests. It is
the right thing to do and we all know it.

Mr. Speaker, at this time of enormous trag-
edy in India, it would send a positive signal of
American concern and support if the remain-
ing U.S. unilateral sanctions against India
were waived to allow for friendlier and more
normalized relations between our nations, and
to remove any impediments for full and prompt
delivery of assistance to India in this time of
need. Let us be helpful and expeditious in this
enormous time of need for the people of India.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the resolu-
tion.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. PAUL).

(Mr. PAUL asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for yielding me this time. I
too want to express my deep sympathy
and sorrow for those people in India
who are suffering. It was truly a dev-
astating natural disaster and certainly
the concern of all Americans goes out
to all these people.

I do have some concerns about how
we respond so often to disasters like
this because we believe that we can
solve all our problems by just going to
the taxpayers. I know that this does
not seem like the appropriate time to
raise the question, but there was a
time in our history when we did not as-
sume that it was a constitutional ap-
proach to tax poor people in America
to help people in other parts of the
world. We have always resorted to
charities and volunteer approaches,
and I still believe that is proper. I do
not think there is evidence to show
that aid to governments is necessarily
the most efficient manner of helping
other people.

There is also the moral question. We
talk about what we are giving today,
and it is substantial amounts, and we
are substantially increasing it. It could
be $10 million. It could be $100 million.
But nobody talks about could it cost
something. Well, there is a cost to it
and it might hurt some innocent people
in this country; the people who we do

not know about. Somebody might not
be able to build a house or get medical
care. There may be somebody who will
lose a job. There may be an increase in
inflation. But we will never see those
victims, so they are not represented. I
think that if we were more determined
to follow the rule of law and do this
only in a voluntary manner we would
not always place a burden on some in-
nocent people in this country.

It was ironic that today, although
there was talk earlier about sending
some goods and surpluses, that actu-
ally the ambassador today sadly said
he was not interested in any surpluses;
he just wanted the dollars to come over
there. And there may be a good reason
for this, for efficiency sake or what-
ever. But in a way, I think if we have
some surplus in food or something, we
should be able to provide that.

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the opportunity
to express my sympathy for victims of the re-
cent earthquake in the State of Gujarat, India
and, at the same time, my concern for Amer-
ican taxpayers who, once again, will see their
constitution ignored and their pockets raided
by their representatives in Washington—it is,
of course, easy to express sympathy with
other people’s money.

Without so much as a hearing in the Inter-
national Relations committee, this bill comes
to the floor and, while laudably expressing
deep sympathy for victims of this terrible nat-
ural disaster in India, regrettably expresses
support for (a) the World Bank; (b) ‘‘substan-
tially’’ increasing the amount of U.S. taxpayer-
funded, disaster assistance; and (c) future
economic assistance to rebuild the state of
Gujarat, India.

Setting aside for the moment that nowhere
in Article I, Sec. 8 (the enumerated powers
clause) of the Federal Constitution can author-
ity be found to take money from U.S. tax-
payers for this purpose, additional problems
result from passage of this resolution as well
as those actions certain to follow as a con-
sequence of the bill’s passage.

First, the notion of taxing the fruits of finan-
cially struggling Americans with no constitu-
tional authority only to send it to foreign gov-
ernments is reprehensible. One of the prob-
lems with such aid is that it ultimately ends up
in the hands of foreign bureaucrats who mere-
ly use it to advance their own foreign govern-
ment agendas thus making it less likely to get
to those most deserving. One need only com-
pare the success of private charities in this
country with those government relief efforts to
clearly see government’s profound and inher-
ently inept record.

Secondly, forced ‘‘contributions’’ erode any
satisfaction that comes from being a charitable
individual. Without the personal choice of giv-
ing or not giving to charitable relief efforts, the
decision to be charitable and the moral reward
of so doing is completely eroded by the force-
based government.

Lastly, as a result of such actions as these,
participation dwindles worldwide for the most
efficient means of dealing with such catas-
trophes, that is, private disaster insurance.
When disaster costs are socialized, greater
catastrophic results are encouraged as more
people ignore the costs of living in riskier
areas. At the same time, these same actors
ignore the cost savings and other benefits of
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living in safer areas. Governments acting to
socialize these costs actually stimulates the
eventual death and destruction of more people
and their property. (This, of course, is a lesson
that the United States should learn to apply
domestically, as well.)

While I truly do extend my heartfelt sym-
pathy to those victims of the recent natural
disaster in India, my duty remains to protect
the U.S. taxpayer and uphold the constitu-
tional limits of our Federal Government. For
this reason and each of those detailed above,
I must oppose this resolution.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. SOLIS).

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I too rise in
support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 15.

A few weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, we
heard of a devastating earthquake also
in El Salvador. Here we go again, an-
other earthquake that has profoundly
affected the citizens of India.

As a former representative of the
State of California, I had the privilege
of working with the Indo-American
community in the State of California
to help establish a trade office there. I
know that these individuals, both there
and abroad, their families right now
deserve our utmost support and sym-
pathy, and particularly any humani-
tarian aids that we might provide.

I stand here before my colleagues, as
a California representative, asking for
full support and effort on behalf of our
country for those mostly affected in
the great country of India.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FOLEY).

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Illinois for bringing
this quickly to the floor. Having just
returned from India, I wish to express
my deepest sympathy to the many vic-
tims of the recent earthquake. India is
a beautiful country, with so many won-
derful people. The scope of this disaster
is just hard to imagine. Traveling
across the country, I was amazed by
the diversity in the culture and the
hospitality of the hosts.

The devastation caused by this nat-
ural disaster has taken the lives of
over 10,000 people but has impacted
countless others, both in India and
here in the United States. In my own
district, the American-Indian commu-
nity is very strong, and I am honored
to consider many of them my friends.

It is difficult to imagine the mag-
nitude of the devastation in India as we
speak hear on the floor today, but I am
deeply moved by the mobilization of
the Indian community in response to
this tragedy.

Let me borrow a quote from the inau-
gural address of President Bush.
‘‘Never tiring, never yielding, never
finishing, we renew that purpose today;
to make our country more just and
generous; to affirm the dignity of our
lives and every life. This work con-
tinues. This story goes on.’’ That is
America, there to help in time of need.

So I would encourage all Americans
to consider contributing to one of the

many aid organizations that partici-
pate in the recovery and aid the mis-
sion in India. I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution, and I thank all
who participated in bringing it to the
floor today.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) .

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to join my colleagues in sup-
port of House Concurrent Resolution 15
expressing sympathy for the victims of
the devastating earthquake that
struck India on January 26, 2001 and
support for aid efforts.

Relative to our population size, the
Virgin Islands proportionately has one
of the largest Indian communities in
the United States. In many commu-
nities of the Caribbean, people who
trace their ancestry to India make up
an important part of the fabric of those
societies. So on behalf of the Virgin Is-
lands’ community I wanted to join my
colleagues in expressing our sympathy
and concern, but more importantly in
encouraging our country’s support.

One finds it difficult to imagine how
a Nation will cope with a tragedy
which estimates total deaths possibly
as many as 100,000 people. They can
only do so with our and the world’s
help.

I want to commend President Bush
for his quick response in offering as-
sistance to the people of India. Like-
wise, I want to commend the Speaker;
our minority leader, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. GEPHARDT); and my
other colleagues for doing the same
with this resolution today, and I urge
its support.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman.

As chairman of the subcommittee on
science that oversees what we do on
earthquakes in the United States, I
would like to sort of make two com-
ments. Number one, we are going to do
whatever we can in this country to re-
lieve some of the suffering and some of
the damage that has been caused by
earthquakes in India, so certainly I
support this resolution. But I would
like to call to all my colleagues’ atten-
tion, to the attention of the American
people, that this is not isolated to
some other country; something that
might happen someplace else.

We have had serious earthquakes in
the United States and will continue to
have very serious earthquakes. The
Loma Prieta earthquake was an esti-
mated $6 billion worth of property loss
in addition to human life. And of
course the Northridge in 1994 was an es-
timated $40 billion loss of property as
well as a great deal of damage to our
physical health and well-being in Cali-
fornia. It is a challenge.

We have passed a bill this past year
which is probably the most aggressive
effort in giving us a better time frame
to determine what we can do in that
short time period to reduce the damage
to human and physical property.

b 1115
Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am

pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY).

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, on
behalf of the vibrant Indo-American
community in my district, many of
whom who have relatives in Gujarat, I
rise in strong support of the resolution
and thank the distinguished co-chair-
man of our Caucus on India, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE), who I was hon-
ored to travel with them and the Presi-
dent to India last year.

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of this resolution, which expresses
sympathy for the loss of lives and Con-
gress’ commitment to help our ally,
India, the world’s largest democracy.

I know that USAID and other U.S.
agencies are working hard to respond
to this crisis. It is also important that
we all work to get accurate informa-
tion to our constituents so that they
can know, in the earliest time possible,
what has happened to their loved ones.

I certainly pledge to do my part and
am happy once again to congratulate
the authors of this resolution.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
(Mr. OSE).

Mr. OSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today on
behalf of the people of the Third Con-
gressional District to express our deep-
est sympathies to the people of India
for the losses suffered in the recent
earthquake in Gujurat.

As we see the victim toll continue to
rise, I pledge my support to those ef-
forts in aiding India and its people to
recover and rebuild their cities and
their lives.

I hope that the Committee on Finan-
cial Services will take an extensive
look at helping India through the
Asian Development Bank. The U.S.
contribution to the Asian Development
Bank can provide an effective way to
help India rebuilt its cities and keep its
society going.

I applaud the Bush administration’s
active role and those of all inter-
national organizations in supporting
the people of India at this time.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
resolution.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS) a
member of the committee.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, it is with
such sadness that I rise today to speak
of the enormous tragedy which has be-
fallen the Indian people. The earth-
quake that struck Gujarat on January
26 has taken such a toll and the suf-
fering continues.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH124 January 31, 2001
I recently had the opportunity to

travel to India and witnessed firsthand
the grandeur of this great nation. I ex-
perienced the generosity and warmth
of the Indian people and benefitted
from their friendship.

The Indian people have overcome
many challenges to become a great
leader in technology and commerce. As
the world’s largest democracy, India is
a great friend to the United States and
an important ally. I trust we all are
and will do all we can to help our
friends in this, their time of need.

I commend the efforts in my district
through a nonprofit agency, Direct Re-
lief International, where shipments of
medical supplies are on their way in a
coordinated effort. I know that this aid
we send cannot end their suffering, but
we must reach out a helping hand and
our prayers to our friends in India and
to Indian Americans here at home.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, how much
time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) has 21⁄2 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
ACKERMAN) has 71⁄2 minutes remaining.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FER-
GUSON).

(Mr. FERGUSON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, as my
colleagues know, on January 26 of this
year, India suffered a tragic and deadly
earthquake that stole the lives of thou-
sands. It is with my deepest and heart-
felt sympathies that I offer my prayers
for all those affected by the earth-
quakes in western India.

I have spoken with Indian Americans
in my district in New Jersey who are
experiencing tremendous grief. My
thoughts are with them and their fam-
ily and friends and all of those who
have been affected by this unbelievably
tragic event.

Now that several days have passed
and the critical threshold for time for
the rescue of survivors is dwindling, I
can only point to the recovery of a 7-
year-old child, who was found in the
arms of her deceased mother, as a sign
of hope that there are still survivors. It
is faith that has kept these survivors
alive. We must not lose ours.

In the aftermath of these earth-
quakes, the people of India have shown
an enormous display of strength, cour-
age, and determination. We must sup-
port the thousands of survivors who
have been left in shock and who are in
desperate need of medical care, food
and shelter.

We must ensure that the United
States and international aid is deliv-
ered to provide both economic and dis-
aster assistance in order to alleviate
the suffering of the people of India in a
timely fashion.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ).

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to express my strong support for the
resolution before us, which expresses
our deep sorrow and sympathy for the
horrifying earthquake that devastated
India, the world’s largest democracy,
on January 26.

In spite of this enormous natural dis-
aster, the will of the Indian people per-
severes as they try to recover and meet
the latest challenge placed before
them. Many of my constituents have
family, friends and loved ones that live
in Gujurat, the hardest-hit region, and
my thoughts and prayers are with
them.

Our shared democratic values and
commitment to the rule of law and
basic freedoms demonstrate why it is
in America’s interest to assist India, a
growing trading partner, in its full re-
covery. While the Agency for Inter-
national Development has already pro-
vided several millions of dollars in
emergency humanitarian and disaster
assistance, I hope President Bush will
seek to do more.

Even though the earthquake will
have a negative impact on India’s
growing economy, India should con-
tinue with its bold economic liberaliza-
tion and revitalization efforts. Through
those efforts, the United States will re-
main its largest foreign trading part-
ner and investor.

The Indian-American community,
which has played a strong and produc-
tive role in strengthening ties between
India and the United States, has re-
sponded strongly in the midst of their
overwhelming grief. The effects of this
unfolding tragedy will be felt over
time, but it remains necessary to con-
tinue with relief efforts and begin to
consider the long-term steps necessary
to help India rebuild itself.

I hope our Government will continue
to support the relief efforts of AID, pri-
vate voluntary organizations, and
international financial institutions to
supplement for the vigorous efforts of
the Indian government as it helps its
citizens recover and rebuild their lives.
It gives us the sense of universality of
our citizens, the citizens of the world.
And in moments of need, this is the
time which the United States has a tre-
mendous opportunity to help.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from the State of Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS), the original con-
ceiver of this resolution before us
today, who has been very gracious in
cooperating both with the leadership
and with the women members of our
delegation to allow them to speak be-
fore him, as well.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from Illi-

nois (Speaker HASTERT), the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARMEY), the majority
leader, and my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) for
their sensitivity in expediting this im-
portant resolution to the floor.

I also take this opportunity to com-
mend and thank the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE), the co-chairs of the Caucus on
India, for their leadership in drafting
this important resolution.

I was also pleased to have a resolu-
tion which I submitted rolled in this
one so that there would be one strong
resolution and one strong display of
unity.

I rise today on behalf of the people of
the Seventh Congressional District of
Illinois to offer support, sympathy and
condolences to the people of India in
light of what has been called one of the
most deadliest and most devastating
earthquakes ever to strike that coun-
try.

On Friday, January 26, India was struck by
a devastating earthquake that measured 7.9
on the Richter scale. The earthquake has flat-
tened the second most industrialized city in
India. In addition, to causing massive destruc-
tion to the infrastructure of India—thousands
of lives have been lost. As of today, the official
death toll stands at more than 7 thousand. Ac-
cording to Indian Defense Minister George
Fernandes, the death toll could go as high as
100 thousand, with twice as many injured.
Moreover, more than 200,000 people are said
to be homeless as a result of the devastating
destruction to many of the buildings in West-
ern India. Thousands of India citizens remain
traumatized by the continuous strong tremors
and aftershocks—some ranging up to 5.6
magnitude on the Richter scale, that continue
to hit India.

Hundreds of thousands of persons are
plagued with the prospect of no food, no run-
ning water for bathing or cooking, no blankets
to stay warm and no working telephones to
make contact with family.

But even in the midst of this tragedy, there
are heartwarming stories that must be told.
For example, the enormous outpouring of aid
from the world community and especially Paki-
stan. Other stories include children and babies
being pulled out of the rubble after being bur-
ied for 3–4 days. The remarkable story of the
human heart and how it is able to triumph
over tragedy. In Chicago, and other cities re-
lief efforts are underway. There are the re-
markable doctors, nurses and other medical
personnel volunteering to work urgently
against time to save as many victims as pos-
sible. Their dedication to save life regardless
of the lack of medical supplies available to
them, at times moving from victim to victim
without time to sterilize their medical instru-
ments. I praise the medical personnel who are
doing everything possible to save their fellow
citizens during this tragic time in their country.

It is estimated that the damages caused by
the earthquake will be $5.5 billion. India is in
need of mobile surgery units, simple medica-
tions, bandages, splints, and electronic equip-
ment to help search for bodies buried in the
rubble. India has already begun to receive aid
in forms of search dogs, cranes, generators,
and experienced rescuers. The United States
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has committed $5 million in aid to be sent to
India.

I call on all citizens of the United States to
assist India in its rebuilding efforts. Crisis situ-
ations, like the one in India, calls for genuine
unity among nations. It has been predicted
that the rehabilitation and reconstruction may
take another 10 to 20 years. The need for
support to India will continue to exist after the
rubble has been plowed away and the dead
memorialized. This Resolution says that we,
as a nation, will continue to be by India’s side
during its transformation back into a state of
normalcy.

I want to commend the world com-
munity for its swift action and re-
sponse and especially the country of
Pakistan. I also want to commend all
of the medical personnel, the doctors
and nurses, and others who have given
so much of themselves so that they
could be of help.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my new
intern, Jennifer Luciano from Loyola
University. This was her first work ef-
fort, and I think she did an outstanding
job.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from the
State of Washington (Mr. INSLEE).

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, the depth
of the suffering and tragedy in India I
think is obvious. But I think what is
not, perhaps, obvious is to the extent
of how close our relationship will be
with the Indian people over the next
several decades.

I would suggest that one of, and just
one of the reasons we should signifi-
cantly increase our aid to India at this
time is that we are going to have a re-
lationship with India, the world’s larg-
est democracy, I believe, in the next
several decades every bit as close and
important, as vital and productive as
our previous relationship with the con-
tinent of Europe in the last several
centuries. And because of that, we
ought to significantly increase, is my
belief, our commitment, which, at this
moment, stands at, I believe, $5 mil-
lion.

My growing friendship with the Indo-
American community, seeing the cre-
ative talent that has come to our com-
munity in my district, which is the
major reason for the economic explo-
sion in my district with their creative
talents, leads me to conclude that
India is going to be every bit as impor-
tant as the European community.

I want to compliment the Bush ad-
ministration in trying to assess the
damage in India. I have spoken to two
assistant secretaries in the last 2 days
about that. But I do want to encourage
the executive authority to signifi-
cantly increase the aid on an emer-
gency basis, even before we can do an
emergency supplemental. And the rea-
son I say that is, the executive staff
does have the ability to do this at this
time. There are funds in the various ac-
counts to be able to do so. And it is my

belief that this would be a tremendous
step for the new administration to
take, to come up with an aid package
in multiples of $5 million.

It would demonstrate the compassion
that is the basic character of the coun-
try, but it would also demonstrate that
this new administration intends to
have a proactive beneficial inter-
national policy.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from the State of New Jer-
sey (Mr. HOLT).

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, while thou-
sands of individuals celebrated their
domestic accomplishments and demo-
cratic government a week ago on Re-
public Day, the earthquake shook the
ground that they marched on and
turned a festivity into a disaster for
hundreds of thousands.

Earlier this month, I had the privi-
lege of traveling again in India, a coun-
try rich in heritage, beauty and tradi-
tions, a country quickly rising in eco-
nomic power.

Now, however, despite the dismal re-
ports, small glimmers of hope are
emerging from the darkness. Just yes-
terday, a 24-year-old computer student,
Veeral Dalal, a resident of my State of
New Jersey, was rescued in Bhuj after
spending 4 days with only 8 inches of
room between him and a collapsed ceil-
ing.

Americans are generous to those in
need. We stand ready to offer assist-
ance. Mr. Dalal is just one example of
how grief can be mitigated with hope.
But we must stand ready not only to
offer help and rescue, recovery, and
emergency shelter and care, but also in
the longer-term efforts in community
planning and reconstruction of a mod-
ern infrastructure in keeping with the
great country of India and our growing
closeness to democratic countries.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ACKERMAN)
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY).

(Mr. CROWLEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of House Concurrent
Resolution 15 offered by the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROYCE), the gen-
tlemen from Illinois, Mr. HYDE and Mr.
DAVIS, and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and my good
friend, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. ACKERMAN).

I wish to express my deepest sym-
pathy to the victims of the devastating
earthquake that occurred on the morn-
ing of January 26 of this year in the In-
dian state of Gujarat in western India
and the families of the victims both in
India and the United States.

As a member of the Caucus on India
and as a representative of a sizable
population from Gujarat and other
parts of India in my home district, I
will do everything I can to help my
constituents reach out to their families
and friends who suffered tremendous
losses as a result of this terrible event.
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I will be meeting with leaders of the
Indian community in my district this
Thursday to talk about the relief ef-
forts that are under way thus far.

I wish to commend the gentlemen
from California, Illinois, New York,
and Washington for their leadership in
rapidly responding to the Gujarat
earthquake over the last several days.
I also want to extend my thanks to the
Bush administration, Secretary Pow-
ell, and USAID for their quick response
to the situation in India and the re-
lease of emergency funding.

As my colleagues have done, I urge
the Bush administration to increase
the amount of technical and monetary
support both for immediate disaster re-
lief as well as for long-term reconstruc-
tion of the Gujarat state economy. I
also urge the Bush administration to
support World Bank funding for earth-
quake relief.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to conclude by thanking
the distinguished new chairman of the
House Committee on International Re-
lations on what appears to be his first
successful handling of a bill in that
committee on the floor. He shows a lot
of promise.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I was deeply saddened by the news of the
earthquake in India’s Gujarat state and would
like to offer my sincerest condolences to the
families of India. In this time of tragedy, the
people of India can be assured that we will
stand by them and continue to offer our sup-
port. We will do all we can to aid those who
are suffering and those who must begin the
difficult process of rebuilding.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I stand before the
House today with a heavy heart to express my
profound sorrow and sympathy for the victims
of the Gujarat earthquake in India.

This terrible act of nature destroyed thou-
sands of homes and businesses, crippled
roads and bridges, and unleashed raging fires.
But, my colleagues, the most devastating toll
of destruction resulting from last Friday’s
earthquake is not on the physical structures in
India, but on the citizens of India themselves.
Tens of thousands of Indian people were killed
as a result of this earthquake, and a myriad of
others were critically injured.

Mr. Speaker, I know from my personal in-
volvement with the Indian-American commu-
nity in my congressional district and from my
service on the Caucus on India and Indian-
Americans that the people of India and the
United States have long enjoyed a hearty and
prosperous friendship. I am also very aware of
the strong sense of community and social re-
sponsibility that Indian-Americans possess.
When a tragedy of this magnitude occurs, the
Indian people both domestic and abroad, rally
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this spirit of community and fellowship to help
the plight of those suffering from harm.

We too must answer this call to service and
community, and reaffirm our support for the
people of India in this time of dire need. That
is why I became an original cosponsor of
House Concurrent Resolution 15, which offi-
cially recognizes and encourages efforts to al-
leviate the suffering of the people of India. I
fully support continuing and increasing the
amount of disaster assistance provided to
India by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, and encourage other fi-
nancial institutions such as the World Bank to
provide economic assistance.

While no amount of money could ever hope
to replace the loss of life, we can endeavor to
ease the suffering and help the reconstruction
efforts of those survivors left to pick up the
pieces. I am pleased that H. Con. Res. 15
passed the House overwhelmingly earlier this
afternoon. Once again, Mr. Speaker, let me
express my condolences to the victims of the
Indian earthquake.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to come before the House today and
pledge support to H. Con. Res. 15, a concur-
rent resolution expressing sympathy for those
suffering due to the devastating earthquake in
India. As a member of the India Caucus I want
to commend Representatives MCDERMOTT and
ROYCE who introduced this resolution and so
quickly brought it to the House floor.

On January 26, an earthquake measuring
7.9 on the Richter Scale occurred in western
India. The epicenter of the earthquake was lo-
cated 12 miles northeast of Bhuj in Gujarat
State, India. Since January 26, there have
been 77 confirmed aftershocks, 19 of which
registered above 5.0 on the Richter Scale. On
January 28, two aftershocks caused additional
structural damage. Pakistan, Nepal, and Ban-
gladesh were also impacted. The earthquake
was the most powerful to strike India since
August 15, 1950, when an 8.5-magnitude
earthquake killed 1,538 people in northeastern
Assam state.

This enormous tragedy has left tens of thou-
sands of people dead, hundreds of thousands
homeless, and the region’s infrastructure dev-
astated. The state of Gujarat and the entire
nation of India face an enormous task of re-
building. Friday’s quake flattened two cities in
India’s western Gujarat state, and government
officials said thousands are injured or still
missing.

In addition to the relief assistance already
being provided by the Government of India, I
am here today to support United States efforts
as well. On January 27, the United States
Agency for International Development/Office of
U.S. Foreign Disaster Assistance (USAID/
OFDA) announced that it is prepared to pro-
vide $5 million in emergency humanitarian as-
sistance. Mr. Speaker, the United States has
a long history of support for other nations in
their time of need. And I join other Members
of the Congress in supporting these efforts for
India.

I am pleased to be working with members of
the Indian community in my congressional dis-
trict to expedite assistance to those in need.

My prayers are with those affected by the
earthquake and those in my district and other
Americans who have family and friends in
India.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of House Concurrent Resolution 15,

which expresses Congress’ sympathy to the
citizens of Gujarat, India, for the devastating
losses suffered as a result of last week’s
deadly earthquake. This resolution urges eco-
nomic and disaster assistance to help the vic-
tims of this disaster rebuild their lives. As an
original cosponsor of House Concurrent Reso-
lution 15, and a longtime friend of India, I urge
all my colleagues to join me in voting for this
measure.

This tragedy has cost the lives of tens of
thousand in India, injured more than 100,000,
and displaced more than a half million men,
women, and children. Fires still burn through-
out the devastated region. The damage to the
region is expected to exceed $5.5 billion. In
the face of such a catastrophe, it is imperative
that the global community actively respond. Al-
ready, nations around the globe, and count-
less non-governmental organizations, have of-
fered assistance to India. We in the United
States can do no less. I commend President
Bush for quickly offering assistance to India,
and urge my colleagues to do still more.

I offer my condolences to the people of
India, and especially the victims of the Gujarat
earthquake and their families. I thank my col-
leagues, Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. ROYCE, for
offering this resolution, and urge all my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H. Con. Res. 15 which expresses
the sympathy and support of the American
people and the U.S. Congress to the victims
of the devastating earthquake in western
India. On Friday, January 26, the Indian State
of Gujarat was struck by a massive quake
which was felt across the subcontinent from
Pakistan to Nepal and Bangladesh. For Guja-
rat, the calamity was overwhelming—thou-
sands have lost their lives and countless oth-
ers have been rendered homeless and des-
titute.

The Government of India has been coping
heroically in the face of such widespread de-
struction. The Indian Armed Forces have been
the backbone of this response, joined by thou-
sands of ordinary people who have put aside
their own personal loss to help save lives and
provide assistance to others.

The aftershocks of the quake can be felt
around the world and in our own country as
thousands of Indian-Americans face the loss
of loved ones.

I want to commend the Bush administration
and the U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment for immediately responding to the emer-
gency by providing $5 million in humanitarian
assistance and dispatching a plane load of
supplies and relief experts to the region.

I also want to commend the American peo-
ple, particularly the Indian-American commu-
nity for their tremendous outpouring of con-
cern and offers of assistance to the victims of
the disaster. As we have seen time and again,
during the recent earthquake in El Salvador
and other foreign disasters, the generosity and
caring of the American people knows no
boundaries.

The world community has also recognized
the enormity of this disaster and aid has been
flooding in from all corners. But I am afraid
that even this generous response will be inad-
equate in the face of such overwhelming de-
struction.

This resolution pledges the support of the
U.S. Congress to provide additional assistance
to the Indian Government and the people of

Gujarat as they try to rebuild their lives and
their country.

In light of the very special relationship be-
tween the United States and India, I think it is
important that we send this message of soli-
darity and hope to the people of India.

There will be dark days ahead for the peo-
ple of India as they dig out from beneath the
rubble, cremate the dead and try to piece to-
gether their lives and livelihoods. But they can
take comfort from the fact that they are not
alone in facing this challenge. America and
the world will stand by India in its hour of
need.

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in
support of this resolution expressing sympathy
for the victims of the January 26, 2001, earth-
quake in India. The earthquake and the sub-
sequent aftershocks have killed tens of thou-
sands of people.

On the heels of a large earthquake and
mudslides in El Salvador, the earthquake in
India has again challenged the international
community to respond to people in need. And
again we have responded with overwhelming
support. Countries from the United States to
Great Britain to Israel to countries around the
world responded with humanitarian aid.

Most heartening is the aid provided by Paki-
stan. Despite the ongoing conflict over the dis-
puted territory along the Indian-Pakistani bor-
der, Pakistan has reached out to its neighbor
to help in a time of need, just as India has
during natural disasters that have devastated
Pakistan. It is my hope that through this trag-
edy these two enemies can put aside their dif-
ferences to create a lasting peace.

I applaud the pledge of support by USAID,
and hope that this Congress will provide fur-
ther resources to help the people of India re-
cover from this disaster. This resolution also
commits the Congress to providing additional
funding to disaster assistance. It is my hope
that when it comes time to appropriate this
money, this body will consider disaster assist-
ance a higher priority than a tax cut or an air-
craft carrier or a national missile defense sys-
tem. Wherever and whenever there are people
suffering around the world the United States
should respond to those people in need
through support of international efforts. We
should make it the cornerstone of our foreign
policy to help those who suffer from not only
natural disasters, but also those who suffer
under inhumane sanctions, disease, and war.

On behalf of the many Indian-Americans
and constituents in my district, I join with my
colleagues in expressing our deepest sym-
pathies with the people who have lost family
members, homes, and businesses in this dis-
aster. I am confident that with the outpouring
of international aid and support coupled with
the enduring resilience of the Indian people,
that they will be able to rebuild and continue
to move forward. Also, we thank all those indi-
viduals, organizations, and countries who re-
spond to disasters throughout the world.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, as the devastating
results of the earthquake in Gujarat, India con-
tinue to unfold before the world’s eyes, I be-
lieve I speak for all citizens of the United
States when I say sorrow fills every heart and
soul.

When tragedy of this magnitude strikes, its
impact is not isolated by physical boundaries.
The pain is felt by the entire world. Let us, as
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individuals, remember that while we have all
experienced loss in our own lives at one time
or another, many Indian families lost every-
thing they had in one devastating moment.
Therefore, let us, as members of local com-
munities, reach out to our Indian friends,
neighbors and coworkers and do all that we
can to ease their pain and suffering. Let us, as
a country, use the resources we’ve been
blessed with to help the Indian government
cope with this widespread destruction and loss
of life.

Personally, I send my deepest sympathy to
those families affected by this cataclysmic dis-
aster. I, along with my family and my staff,
also extend our hearts and hands to the In-
dian community here in America. With hum-
bled hearts, we will pray for strength for the
Indian nation.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
rises today in support of H. Con. Res. 15,
which expresses sympathy for the victims of
the devastating earthquake that struck India
on January 26, 2001, and provides support for
ongoing aid efforts.

This Member would like to thank the distin-
guished gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) for introducing this sense of the Con-
gress resolution and for his efforts in bringing
this measure to the House floor today.

As is well known, on the morning of January
26, 2001, a deadly earthquake shook the state
of Gujarat in western India, which injured and
killed untold thousands of people and has left
the building infrastructure in ruin.

India has appealed to the World Bank, the
Asian Development Bank, and the inter-
national community for the economic assist-
ance to meet the relief needs facing India. It
is important to note that the Asian Develop-
ment Bank promotes development in the Asia-
Pacific region through project investment lend-
ing, policy reform lending and advice, and
technical assistance.

As the chairman of the Financial Services
Subcommittee on International Monetary Pol-
icy and Trade, which has jurisdiction over the
World Bank and the regional development
banks such as the Asian Development Bank,
this Member wants to convey his strong sup-
port for these aid efforts for India.

This sense of the Congress resolution was
referred to both the House Financial Services
and House International Relations Committee.
As a member of both of these committees,
this Member would like to encourage his col-
leagues to vote in support of H. Con. Res. 15.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of this resolution recognizing the re-
cent tragedy in India as a result of a dev-
astating earthquake and the horrific loss of life
experienced by the Indian nation.

I want to commend the gentleman from
Washington for introducing the original resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, at the same time we are ex-
pressing our sympathy and support for the
people of India, I want to call to the attention
of my colleagues another tragic earthquake
which recently hit El Salvador with equally hor-
rific devastation and loss of life.

On January 13 an earthquake with a mag-
nitude of 7.6, only 3 tenths of a point less
powerful than the earthquake in India, rocked
El Salvador. It is estimated that close to 1,000
people lost their lives, with another 4,000 in-
jured.

Recently, I visited El Salvador along with
several of my colleagues and witnessed first

hand the tragedy which has engulfed that na-
tion. We were told that over 75,000 houses
were destroyed and another 118,000 dam-
aged ultimately affecting well over 1 million
Salvadorans.

Mr. Speaker, just when the people of El Sal-
vador seemed to have recovered from the
devastating effects of Hurricane Mitch, this
tragedy hits forcing new sacrifices from an al-
ready battered population.

But as they did after Mitch, the people of El
Salvador have already begun to put their lives
back together with a fierce spirit of self-deter-
mination, and a lot of help from friends far and
wide.

And although we are dealing here with the
tragedy in India, I want to recognized the val-
iant efforts of the people of El Salvador, the
hard work of their President, Flores and other
government officials for their tireless efforts. I
especially want to commend the dedicated
people at the Agency for International Devel-
opment and their Office of Foreign Disaster
Assistance for their rapid reaction to this dis-
aster and for the aid they provided on a mo-
ments notice and continue to provide today as
Salvador recovers.

Mr. Speaker, we all recognize the horror of
these kinds of tragedies and the toll they take
on the people of the nation affected. I want to
salute those brave men and women in both
India and El Salvador for the sacrifices they
have made in these times of tragedy.

I urge support of this resolution and for the
people of India and El Salvador.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 15.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, the Chair will
now put the question on motions to
suspend the rules on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed earlier today
and on the approval of the Journal.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

House Concurrent Resolution 14, by
the yeas and nays;

House Concurrent Resolution 15, by
the yeas and nays;

approval of the Journal, de novo.
The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes

the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.

PERMITTING USE OF ROTUNDA OF
CAPITOL FOR CEREMONY AS
PART OF COMMEMORATION OF
DAYS OF REMEMBRANCE OF VIC-
TIMS OF HOLOCAUST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, House Concur-
rent Resolution 14.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution, H.
Con. Res. 14, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 0,
not voting 26, as follows:

[Roll No. 6]

YEAS—407

Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey

Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Thomas

M.
Deal
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger

Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH128 January 31, 2001
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey

Olver
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows

Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—26

Abercrombie
Bachus
Becerra
Berman
Bono
Callahan
Carson (IN)
Cox
DeFazio

Everett
Ganske
Gephardt
Hinojosa
Kennedy (RI)
Lantos
Leach
Lewis (GA)
Miller, Gary

Mollohan
Ortiz
Oxley
Pitts
Rush
Strickland
Vitter
Wexler

b 1155

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-
TIMS OF EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA
ON JANUARY 26, 2001, AND SUP-
PORT FOR ONGOING AID EF-
FORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
agreeing to the concurrent resolution,
H. Con. Res. 15.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution, H.
Con. Res. 15, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 406, nays 1,
not voting 26, as follows:

[Roll No. 7]

YEAS—406

Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Barton
Bass
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey

Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Thomas

M.
Deal
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss

Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)

Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar

Obey
Olver
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows

Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—1

Paul

NOT VOTING—26

Abercrombie
Bachus
Bartlett
Becerra
Berman
Bono
Callahan
Carson (IN)
DeFazio

Everett
Ganske
Gephardt
Hilleary
Hinojosa
Lantos
Leach
Lewis (GA)
Meek (FL)

Miller, Gary
Mollohan
Ortiz
Oxley
Rush
Thurman
Vitter
Wexler

b 1205

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the pending business is the ques-
tion of the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal of the last day’s proceedings.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This

will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 382, noes 19,
not voting 32, as follows:

[Roll No. 8]

AYES—382

Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Bonilla
Bonior
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Cardin
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham

Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Thomas

M.
Deal
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger

Hill
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)

Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Moran (KS)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Obey
Olver
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sanchez
Sandlin
Sawyer
Scarborough
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)

Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOES—19

Baird
Costello
Crane
Filner
Gutierrez
Kucinich
McDermott

Moore
Oberstar
Ramstad
Sabo
Schaffer
Stark
Stupak

Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Waters
Weller

NOT VOTING—32

Abercrombie
Bachus
Becerra
Berman
Boehner
Bono
Buyer
Callahan
Capuano
Carson (IN)
DeFazio

DeLay
Everett
Ganske
Gephardt
Hilleary
Hinojosa
Jones (NC)
Kirk
Lantos
Leach
Lewis (GA)

Miller, Gary
Mollohan
Moran (VA)
Ortiz
Oxley
Pelosi
Rush
Sanders
Saxton
Vitter

b 1215

So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, earlier
today, I was unavoidably absent when three
rollcall votes were taken. Had I been present,
I would have voted:

Rollcall No. 6, H. Con. Res. 14, Permission
for use of the Capitol Rotunda for a Ceremony
as a part of the remembrance of victims of the
Holocaust, ‘‘yes’’; Rollcall No. 7, H. Con. Res.

15, Expressing sympathy for the victims of the
earthquake in India on January 26, 2001,
‘‘yes’’; and Rollcall No. 8, Approval of the
Journal, ‘‘yes.’’

f

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO COM-
MITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRA-
TION

Mr. BONILLA. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 24) and I ask unani-
mous consent for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The Clerk will report the
resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 24

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

House Administration: Mr. Ehlers; Mr.
Mica; Mr. Linder; Mr. Doolittle and Mr. Rey-
nolds.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Democratic Caucus, I offer
a privileged resolution (H. Res. 25) and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 25
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing Committees of the House of
Representatives:

Committee on Agriculture: Mr. Stenholm
of Texas, Mr. Condit of California, Mr. Peter-
son of Minnesota, Mr. Dooley of California,
Mrs. Clayton of North Carolina, Mr. Hilliard
of Alabama, Mr. Holden of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Bishop of Georgia, Mr. Thompson of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. Baldacci of Maine, Mr. Berry of
Arkansas, Mr. McIntyre of North Carolina,
Mr. Etheridge of North Carolina, Mr. John of
Louisiana, Mr. Boswell of Iowa, Mr. Phelps
of Illinois, Mr. Thompson of California, Mr.
Hill of Indiana, and Mr. Baca of California;

Committee on Appropriations: Mr. Obey of
Wisconsin, Mr. Murtha of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Dicks of Washington, Mr. Sabo of Minnesota,
Mr. Hoyer of Maryland, Mr. Mollohan of
West Virginia, Ms. Kaptur of Ohio, Ms.
Pelosi of California, Mr. Visclosky of Indi-
ana, Mrs. Lowey of New York, Mr. Serrano of
New York, Ms. DeLauro of Connecticut, Mr.
Moran of Virginia, Mr. Olver of Massachu-
setts, Mr. Pastor of Arizona, Mrs. Meek of
Florida, Mr. Price of North Carolina, Mr. Ed-
wards of Texas, Mr. Cramer of Alabama, Mr.
Kennedy of Rhode Island, Mr. Clyburn of
South Carolina, Mr. Hinchey of New York,
Ms. Roybal-Allard of California, Mr. Farr of
California, Mr. Jackson of Illinois, Ms. Kil-
patrick of Michigan, and Mr. Boyd of Flor-
ida;

Committee on Armed Services: Mr. Skel-
ton of Missouri, Mr. Sisisky of Virginia, Mr.
Spratt of South Carolina, Mr. Ortiz of Texas,
Mr. Evans of Illinois, Mr. Taylor of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. Abercrombie of Hawaii, Mr.
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Meehan of Massachusetts, Mr. Underwood of
Guam, Mr. Blagojevich of Illinois, Mr. Reyes
of Texas, Mr. Allen of Maine, Mr. Snyder of
Arkansas, Mr. Turner of Texas, Mr. Smith of
Washington, Ms. Sanchez of California, Mr.
Maloney of Connecticut, Mr. McIntyre of
North Carolina, Mr. Rodriguez of Texas, Ms.
McKinney of Georgia, Ms. Tauscher of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Brady of Pennsylvania, Mr. An-
drews of New Jersey, Mr. Hill of Indiana, Mr.
Thompson of California, Mr. Larson of Con-
necticut, Ms. Davis of California, and Mr.
Langevin of Rhode Island;

Committee on the Budget: Mr. Spratt of
South Carolina, Mr. McDermott of Wash-
ington, Mr. Thompson of Mississippi, Mr.
Bentsen of Texas, Mr. Davis of Florida, Mrs.
Clayton of North Carolina, Mr. Price of
North Carolina, Mr. Markey of Massachu-
setts, Mr. Kleczka of Wisconsin, Mr. Clement
of Tennessee, Mr. Moran of Virginia, Ms.
Hooley of Oregon, Mr. Holt of New Jersey,
Mr. Hoeffel of Pennsylvania, and Ms. Bald-
win of Wisconsin;

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Mr.
Dingell of Michigan, Mr. Waxman of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Markey of Massachusetts, Mr.
Hall of Texas, Mr. Boucher of Virginia, Mr.
Towns of New York, Mr. Pallone of New Jer-
sey, Mr. Brown of Ohio, Mr. Gordon of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Deutsch of Florida, Mr. Rush of
Illinois, Ms. Eshoo of California, Mr. Stupak
of Michigan, Mr. Engel of New York, Mr.
Sawyer of Ohio, Mr. Wynn of Maryland, Mr.
Green of Texas, Ms. McCarthy of Missouri,
Mr. Strickland of Ohio, Ms. DeGette of Colo-
rado, Mr. Barrett of Wisconsin, Mr. Luther of
Minnesota, and Ms. Capps of California;

Committee on Education and the Work-
force: Mr. Miller of California, Mr. Kildee of
Michigan, Mr. Owens of New York, Mr.
Payne of New Jersey, Ms. Mink of Hawaii,
Mr. Andrews of New Jersey, Mr. Roemer of
Indiana, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Ms. Woolsey
of California, Ms. Rivers of Michigan, Mr.
Fattah of Pennsylvania, Mr. Hinojosa, Ms.
McCarthy of New York, Mr. Tierney of Mas-
sachusetts, Mr. Kind of Wisconsin, Ms.
Sanchez of California, Mr. Ford of Tennessee,
Mr. Kucinich of Ohio, Mr. Wu of Oregon, Mr.
Holt of New Jersey, Ms. McCollum of Min-
nesota, and Ms. Solis of California.

Committee on Financial Services: Mr. La-
Falce of New York, Mr. Frank of Massachu-
setts, Mr. Kanjorski of Pennsylvania, Ms.
Waters of California, Ms. Maloney of New
York, Mr. Guiterrez of Illinois, Ms. Velaz-
quez of New York, Mr. Watt of North Caro-
lina, Mr. Ackerman of New York, Mr. Bent-
sen of Texas, Mr. Maloney of Connecticut,
Ms. Hooley of Oregon, Mrs. Carson of Indi-
ana, Mr. Sherman of California, Mr. Sandlin
of Texas, Mr. Meeks of New York, Ms. Lee of
California, Mr. Mascara of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Inslee of Washington, Ms. Schakowsky of Il-
linois, Mr. Moore of Kansas, Mr. Gonzalez of
Texas, Ms. Tubbs Jones of Ohio, and Mr.
Capuano of Massachusetts;

Committee on Government Reform: Mr.
Waxman of California, Mr. Lantos of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Owens of New York, Mr. Towns of
New York, Mr. Kanjorski of Pennsylvania,
Ms. Mink of Hawaii, Ms. Maloney of New
York, Ms. Norton of the District of Colum-
bia, Mr. Fattah of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Cummings of Maryland, Mr. Kucinich of
Ohio, Mr. Blagojevich of Illinois, Mr. Davis
of Illinois, Mr. Tierney of Massachusetts, Mr.
Turner of Texas, Mr. Allen of Maine, Mr.
Ford of Tennessee, and Ms. Schakowsky of
Illinois;

Committee on House Administration: Mr.
Fattah of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Davis of
Florida;

Committee on International Relations: Mr.
Lantos of California, Mr. Berman of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Ackerman of New York, Mr.
Faleomavaega of American Samoa, Mr.

Payne of New Jersey, Mr. Menendez of New
Jersey, Mr. Brown of Ohio, Ms. McKinney of
Georgia, Mr. Hastings of Florida, Mr. Hill-
iard of Alabama, Mr. Sherman of California,
Mr. Wexler of Florida, Mr. Rothman of New
Jersey, Mr. Davis of Florida, Mr. Delahunt of
Massachusetts, Mr. Meeks of New York, Ms.
Lee of California, Mr. Crowley of New York
and Mr. Hoeffel of Pennsylvania.

Committee on the Judiciary: Mr. Conyers
of Michigan, Mr. Frank of Massachusetts,
Mr. Berman of California, Mr. Boucher of
Virginia, Mr. Nadler of New York, Mr. Scott
of Virginia, Mr. Watt of North Carolina, Ms.
Lofgren of California, Ms. Jackson-Lee of
Texas, Ms. Waters of California, Mr. Meehan
of Massachusetts, Mr. Delahunt of Massachu-
setts, Mr. Wexler of Florida, Mr. Rothman of
New Jersey, Ms. Baldwin of Wisconsin, and
Mr. Weiner of New York;

Committee on Science: Mr. Hall of Texas,
Mr. Gordon of Tennessee, Mr. Costello of Illi-
nois, Mr. Barcia of Michigan, Ms. Johnson of
Texas, Ms. Woolsey of California, Ms. Rivers
of Michigan, Ms. Lofgren of California, Mr.
Doyle of Pennsylvania, Ms. Jackson-Lee of
Texas, Mr. Etheridge of North Carolina, Mr.
Lampson of Texas, Mr. Larson of Con-
necticut, Mr. Udall of Colorado, Mr. Wu of
Oregon, Mr. Weiner of New York, Mr.
Capuano of Massachusetts, Mr. Baird of
Washington, Mr. Hoeffel of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Moore of Kansas, and Mr. Baca of Cali-
fornia;

Committee on Small Business: Ms. Velaz-
quez of New York, Ms. Millender-McDonald
of California, Mr. Davis of Illinois, Ms.
McCarthy of New York, Mr. Pascrell of New
Jersey, Mr. Hinojosa of Texas, Ms.
Christensen of the Virgin Islands, Mr. Brady
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Udall of New Mexico,
Mr. Moore, of Kansas, Ms. Tubbs-Jones, Mr.
Gonzalez of Texas, Mr. Phelps of Illinois, Ms.
Napolitano of California, Mr. Baird of Wash-
ington, Ms. Berkley of Nevada, and Mr. Udall
of Colorado;

Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure: Mr. Oberstar of Minnesota, Mr.
Rahall of West Virginia, Mr. Borski of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. Lipinski of Illinois, Mr.
DeFaxio of Oregon, Mr. Clement of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Costello of Illinois, Ms. Norton of
the District of Columbia, Mr. Nadler of New
York, Mr. Menendez of New Jersey, Ms.
Brown of Florida, Mr. Barcia of Michigan,
Mr. Filner of California, Ms. Johnson of
Texas, Mr. Mascara of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Taylor of Mississippi, Ms. Millender-McDon-
ald of California, Mr. Cummings of Mary-
land, Mr. Blumenauer of Oregon, Mr. Sandlin
of Texas, Ms. Tauscher of California, Mr.
Pascrell of New Jersey, Mr. Boswell of Iowa,
Mr. McGovern of Massachusetts, Mr. Holden
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Lampson of Texas, Mr.
Baldacci of Maine, Mr. Berry of Arkansas,
Mr. Baird of Washington, Ms. Berkley of Ne-
vada, Mr. Carson of Oklahoma, Mr. Matheson
of Utah, Mr. Honda of California, and Mr.
Larsen of Washington;

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Mr. Evans
of Illinois, Mr. Filner of California, Mr.
Guiterrez of Illinois, Ms. Brown of Florida,
Mr. Doyle of Pennsylvania, Mr. Peterson of
Minnesota, Mrs. Carson of Indiana, Mr.
Reyes of Texas, Mr. Snyder of Arkansas, Mr.
Rodriguez of Texas, Mr. Shows of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. Berkley of Nevada, Mr. Hill of
Indiana, and Mr. Udall of New Mexico;

Committee on Ways and Means: Mr. Ran-
gel of New York, Mr. Stark of California, Mr.
Matsui of California, Mr. Coyne of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Levin of Michigan, Mr. Cardin of
Maryland, Mr. McDermott of Washington,
Mr. Kleczka of Wisconsin, Mr. Lewis of Geor-
gia, Mr. Neal of Massachusetts, Mr. McNulty
of New York, Mr. Jefferson of Louisiana, Mr.
Tanner of Tennessee, Mr. Becerra of Cali-
fornia, Ms. Thurman of Florida, Mr. Doggett
of Texas, and Mr. Pomeroy of North Dakota.

Mr. FROST (during the reading). Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the resolution be considered as read
and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion from the House of Representa-
tives:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 29, 2001.

Speaker J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The U.S. House of Representatives,
The Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER, Attached herewith is a
copy of my letter to Governor Tom Ridge of
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania stating
that my retirement and resignation from the
United States Congress shall be effective at
2400 hours, Friday, February 2, 2001.

Sincerely,
BUD SHUSTER,

Member of Congress.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 29, 2001.

Governor TOM RIDGE,
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
Office of the Governor, Harrisburg, PA.

DEAR GOVERNOR RIDGE, I hereby submit my
letter of retirement and resignation from the
United States Congress, effective at 2400
hours, Friday, February 2, 2001.

Sincerely,
BUD SHUSTER,

Member of Congress.

f

WISHING THE HON. RICHARD A.
GEPHARDT, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS, HAPPY BIRTHDAY

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the House be
on record as wishing the distinguished
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. GEP-
HARDT) a happy birthday and many
happy returns.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

MAKING CALIFORNIA WHOLE
AGAIN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about my City of San
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Diego in the State of California and the
incredible energy crisis that we are
going through. Yes, we are still experi-
encing it. We have not yet solved it. I
have heard comments from Members of
this body and the other body, com-
ments from the White House, which
seem to indicate an unwillingness to
take action to work with California
through this crisis.

I say to my colleagues in the Senate
and I say to the administration, we are
all in this together. If California falls,
the rest of the Nation cannot be far be-
hind.

We are the largest State in the
union. We have experienced rolling
blackouts, utilities on the verge of
bankruptcy. If my colleagues do not
think this has had an impact on our
national economy, listen to Alan
Greenspan, as he testified to the Sen-
ate just last week. He said that Califor-
nia’s crisis is not isolated. It is not an
aberration, and it is a problem that the
whole Nation must address and must
address quickly.

We should pay heed to Mr. Green-
span. And I say to the President, I
think the President is going in the
wrong direction on this issue. A hands-
off approach by the Federal Govern-
ment, as the President has suggested,
is not going to solve this problem.

Yes, we are increasing our generating
capacity. Yes, we are redoubling and
retripling our efforts to conserve, but
an important piece of this problem has
been the wholesale prices that have
been charged to our utilities and our
consumers. The obscene wholesale
prices that have been charged.

And only the Federal Government, I
say to the President, only the Federal
Government, through our Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission, has the
authority to regulate this wholesale
price.

For the President to say that Cali-
fornia must solve its own problems ig-
nores the fact that the generators and
marketers of electricity, a seven-mem-
ber monopoly, in fact, that is based in
States like Texas, have run up huge,
huge profits, 800 percent, 900 percent in
their latest reports.

While California, and soon other
parts of the Nation, will suffer. Sac-
ramento alone, California alone cannot
regulate these wholesalers, I say to the
President. This is Washington’s respon-
sibility, and it is that responsibility
that we must take.

I have a bill just introduced today,
the California Electrical Consumers
Relief Act of 2001, to take that respon-
sibility head on. In a case like San
Diego and California, where FERC has
already found, through its investiga-
tion, our wholesale rates to be unjust
and unreasonable, and, therefore, ille-
gal, illegal, I say to the President, in
that situation, my bill would establish
what is called cost-based rates. That is
the costs of generation plus a reason-
able profit, for wholesale electricity,
not just in California, but throughout
the western States.

This is a regional problem. We must
tackle it regionally. It sets those prices
retroactively back to last June when
this crisis started. This is not a cap.
This is not an arbitrary figure.

This is a reasonable rate based on a
market-based formula which allows the
generators to make a profit, but pro-
tects the consumers.

Mr. Speaker, FERC knows how to set
those rates. They have the rationale.
They have the procedure. They should
do it, and we should order it.

For those rates, under my legisla-
tion, that were charged above the legal
cost-based rates that we have in Cali-
fornia and San Diego and have been
paying since last June, my bill requires
the refund of those obscene profits, the
difference between what was charged
us and the cost-based rates that FERC
determines should be refunded, a bil-
lion dollars to the consumers of San
Diego, Mr. Speaker. $12 billion to the
State of California.

These were ill-gotten gains by a car-
tel of the large energy generators and
marketers, and that money must be re-
turned to the Californians who are suf-
fering. And as we watch the news and
as we listen to what is going on, please
remember the Governor of California
and the California legislature can do a
lot about our State’s problems, but
they cannot order refunds. They can-
not set wholesale prices.

We are stuck in California with the
economic disaster that that implies, a
billion dollars worth of debt in San
Diego, $12 billion sucked out of our
State by these power generators. We
cannot look to Sacramento to solve
that; only we can do it. I ask President
Bush to act, and act quickly. The
President cannot take a hands-off ap-
proach.

f

WHY DOES THE MEDIA INSIST
UPON REPORTING ACCOMPLISH-
MENTS OF THE CONGRESSIONAL
REPUBLICAN MAJORITY AND
GIVING THE CLINTON ADMINIS-
TRATION CREDIT?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
COBLE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, late last
year, a constituent asked me ‘‘why do
newspapers and TV networks insist
upon not reporting the accomplish-
ments of the Congressional Republican
majority, or if it is reported, the Clin-
ton administration is given the cred-
it?’’

I replied, some do accurately report
the facts, but the national media,
printed and electronic, with rare excep-
tions, tilts noticeably to the left.

Mr. Speaker, many Americans, if not
most Americans, prefer fair, objective
reporting. All too often, again, with
rare exceptions, double standards are
applied to the detriment of conserv-
ative Republicans.

An example of this double-standard
mentality is the recently-revealed

Jesse Jackson saga. Had a nationally
known conservative Republican reli-
gionist fathered a child out of wedlock,
a universal firestorm would have likely
erupted and, in lieu of a three-day
story, it would have endured for sev-
eral weeks with front page dissemina-
tion.

Ironically, Mr. Speaker, African
American reporters have been more
critical of Mr. Jackson than have many
nonblack reporters.

This is an appropriate time, as we
begin a new year, it seems to me, for
the media to scrap the double standard
it has nurtured for so long and embrace
a single standard of reporting. If con-
servative Republicans are taken to the
woodshed by the media, then so should
liberal Democrats.

The Jesse Jackson case involves not
insignificant amounts of money chang-
ing hands to the benefit of the mother
of Reverend Jackson’s child. If the fa-
ther of this child, in my opinion, were
a conservative Republican, media
sleuths likely would be developing a
money trail to determine the source of
these funds. Is such a trail being pur-
sued in the Jackson case? Unlikely.

When this story broke, I heard it said
time and again that this story will be
summarily dismissed, because Jesse
Jackson is too powerful, and no one
wants to annoy Reverend Jackson.

While I am attempting to annoy no
one, Mr. Speaker, I, however, am em-
ploying the national media to submit
to a New Year’s resolution that, hence-
forth, conservative Republicans and
liberal Democrats be objectively fed
from the same journalistic spoon and
the Jesse Jackson case is one of several
that can serve as a springboard for this
purpose.

My criticism of double standard re-
porting, Mr. Speaker, is directed to the
mainstream media, or what is com-
monly known as the big markets. I am
the beneficiary of fair and objective re-
porting by the media in my congres-
sional district. But fairness and objec-
tive political reporting need to be prac-
ticed more fully at the national level.
If my activities can be reported fairly
and objectively within the boundaries
of my congressional district, why can
it not be done nationally?

I hope this will be forthcoming.
Should I hold my breath? I fear that
would be ill-advised. Meanwhile, Mr.
Speaker, I will patiently wait and
hope.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

b 1230
f

POULTRY FARMERS’ EMERGENCY
ASSISTANCE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the
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House, the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. SHOWS) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, the unusu-
ally cold winter and the dramatic in-
crease in heating costs are hurting ev-
erybody in my State of Mississippi and
this country. Clearly we need to en-
courage more domestic production of
oil and gas. But in Mississippi, we need
immediate action; we need help today,
especially for our region’s poultry in-
dustry.

Some poultry farmers have seen their
gas bills double and triple over last
year. This is through no fault of their
own since we lost so much to NAFTA,
which is a major employer in many of
our communities. The poultry industry
relies on plentiful and affordable gas
heat in the cold winter months.

These days the industry has been
devastated by the dramatic rise in the
cost of gas. This may not be a natural
disaster like a tornado or flood, but
this is a disaster just the same. It is an
economic disaster that threatens the
very existence of farmers throughout
our regions.

Yesterday, I introduced a bill that
would provide both immediate and
long-term emergency assistance to our
poultry farmers. My bill, the Poultry
Farmers’ Emergency Energy Assist-
ance Act, would authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to provide grants
that would not have to be repaid to
help local producers deal immediately
with financial pressures caused by this
crisis.

This bill would also make low-inter-
est loans available to poultry farmers
to help deal with the energy crisis for
the months ahead.

In addition, at my insistence, loan-
making officials at the USDA’s Farm
Service Agency have clarified their
regulations so that contract poultry
farmers will be eligible for FSA emer-
gency loans.

This important legislation needs to
be enacted quickly. Our farmers need
help, and they need it now. I am calling
upon our leaders in Congress to move
this energy assistance bill quickly to
passage. I will not rest until the Poul-
try Farmers’ Emergency Energy As-
sistance Act becomes law.

f

TRIBUTE TO WILL DWYER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, this is kind of a sad occasion for
me. Today I rise to pay tribute to Will
Dwyer, who was my former commu-
nications director of the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight. He
passed away earlier this month after a
long battle with cancer.

He began his media career as a broad-
cast documentary producer in the
1950s, and then he moved to Wash-
ington to start a career in public serv-
ice. He was a native of Rochester, New

York; and he began his congressional
career in the 88th Congress by working
for Frank Horton of New York. He
served as his administrative assistant
for some time.

Then after his stint in public service,
he left Washington for the private sec-
tor. He returned to Rochester where he
held the post of Republican county
chairman. During that time, he also
founded a telecommunications privacy
service.

Will knew that life was too valuable
to let a day go by without enjoying ev-
erything that it had to offer. He was a
man with an incredible thirst for new
and different experiences, and he re-
turned to school in mid-life and re-
ceived his law degree while he was in
his mid-40s.

Earlier this decade, Will was called
back into public service by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. RADANO-
VICH). It was on his reputation on
Radanovich’s staff that we hired him
to be our communications director
with the Committee on Government
Reform.

Although I knew Will for only a short
period of time, he was a very, very fine
man, a man of impeccable integrity,
really cared about this country, a very
patriotic fellow. He lived his life know-
ing that every day was something to
savor. It was his attitude that brings
me to the floor today to pay tribute to
this man whom we are all going to
miss a great deal, my friend, Will
Dwyer.

So God in heaven, I hope you are
blessing Will because he was a man
who should be blessed a great deal.

Mr. Speaker, I insert into the RECORD
an article that appeared in the Roch-
ester Democrat and Chronicle about
the life of my good friend, Will Dwyer,
as follows:

[From the Rochester Democrat and
Chronicle, Jan. 18, 2001]

WILLIAM F. DWYER II DIES OF CANCER AT 65
William F. Dwyer II is described as a dy-

namo, a restless man, an irrepressible force.
He worked in politics from Monroe County

to Washington, D.C., and was a Rochester
broadcaster. He got his law degree in his late
40s, spoke on behalf of the tobacco industry,
even ran a modular home business in Cali-
fornia.

But there was one constant theme in Mr.
Dwyer’s life—his limitless interest in people.

‘‘He was such an egalitarian,’’ said Mr.
Dwyer’s wife, Constance Drath. ‘‘He talked
to the grocery clerk, the mailman, the elect-
ed officials. He loved learning about every-
one.’’

Mr. Dwyer died of cancer last week in
Washington. He was 65.

Mr. Dwyer was born in Rochester on March
30, 1935, and grew up in the city. He grad-
uated from a military academy in New Jer-
sey as the class valedictorian, Drath said.

He returned to Rochester in the mid-1950s
and began a career in broadcasting at
WHAM–AM (1180). Family and friends say
that Mr. Dwyer—a tall man with a curly
head of brown hair—had a deep, resonant
voice that was perfect for the airwaves.

In 1962, Mr. Dwyer moved to the political
arena, going to work for Frank Horton, a
Penfield Republican just elected to Congress.
He became Horton’s administrative assist-

ant, basically his right-hand man, and insti-
tuted weekly radio feeds that would be
picked up by Rochester radio stations.

Mr. Dwyer also used a radio communica-
tions system that kept the Horton campaign
in touch with him. ‘‘This wasn’t done back
then,’’ said Horton, who called Mr. Dwyer
not just a valued employee but a good friend.

‘‘I could tell him anything,’’ Horton said.
‘‘You can’t say that about everybody.’’

He left Horton’s office in the late 1960s and
started a public relations firm that often
worked with political campaigns. He worked
closely with the Republican Party and in
1970 was named Monroe County chairman of
the party.

Richard Rosenbaum, himself a former
county GOP chairman, said that Mr. Dwyer’s
style was ‘‘benevolent aggressiveness.’’

‘‘He was a great PR man, who could make
lemonade out of the most awful lemons,’’ he
said.

Mr. Dwyer left Rochester for Washington
in 1972 and worked in the Nixon and Ford ad-
ministrations, mainly as a Labor Depart-
ment spokesman for new workplace safety
and health standards.

In 1975, he became a spokesman for the
now-defunct Tobacco Institute, which spoke
on behalf of cigarette manufacturers.

In 1980, Mr. Dwyer moved to California
with Drath. In two years, he obtained his law
degree from Southwestern University of Law
in Los Angeles. He and Drath opened a law
firm in Beverly Hills, specializing in wrong-
ful employment termination cases and immi-
gration issues.

During the 1980s, he dabbled in other ven-
tures, including a modular home company.

In 1994, politics came calling again, and
Mr. Dwyer served as a press secretary for
Rep. George Radanovich, R-Calif., then as
communications director for the House Gov-
ernment Reform Committee.

Through all the changes in his life, Mr.
Dwyer remained upbeat and eager for new
challenges, Drath said.

‘‘This was a man who knew the art of liv-
ing in the moment,’’ she said. ‘‘He never
looked back, never had any regrets.’’

Along with his wife of Washington, Mr.
Dwyer is survived by their two children
Scott Dwyer and William Dwyer III of Wash-
ington; Elizabeth Sellers of Paris and Geof-
frey Dwyer of Brockport, his children from
his previous marriage to Eleanor Clarke,
now Eleanor Lawton of Brighton; and two
sisters, Carol Stearns of Washington, Conn.,
and Anne Colgan of East Rochester.

A memorial service will be held at George-
town Presbyterian Church in Washington at
noon Wednesday.

Memorial contributions can be made to the
National Colorectal Cancer Research Insti-
tute at Entertainment Industry Foundation,
11132 Ventura Blvd., Studio City, CA 91604.

f

TAX DEDUCTION FAIRNESS ACT
OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to introduce legislation that will help
restore tax fairness to millions of peo-
ple in my State of Washington and
throughout the country. Joining me in
this effort today is the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT), my good
friend and colleague, who has been in-
strumental in helping draft this legis-
lation.

The problem we are referring today
to, Mr. Speaker, is a basic unfairness in
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the current Tax Code. In my home
State of Washington and in other
States, such as Florida, Nevada, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, and Wyo-
ming, a State sales tax takes the place
of a State income tax as the primary
means for raising revenue.

Every year in April, taxpayers send
their tax returns to the IRS. It is a rit-
ual to which all Americans have be-
come accustomed. Although we do not
always like it, we realize it is part of
our duties to the country.

But the ritual brings added frustra-
tion for taxpayers in my State who feel
cheated by what they pay into the Fed-
eral Treasury. A taxpayer of identical
income and expense in almost any
other State would be able to deduct the
amount that they pay their State in
income tax; but in Washington, we can-
not do that.

Folks in my State have the same
amount withheld from their paychecks;
but when they itemize their taxes, they
deduct a significantly lesser amount.
Because of the tax reforms of 1986 when
lawmakers decided to remove the de-
duction for sales tax, Washingtonians
were shortchanged. In fact, the Con-
gressional Research Service estimates
that Washington State taxpayers are
penalized to the tune of $450 million
every year when compared to their
neighbors.

Should residents of Washington and
the other States with sales taxes pay
hundreds of dollars more to the Federal
Treasury than States which choose to
tax residents through income taxes? Of
course not.

Federal taxes should be levied on all
of our Nation’s citizens in a fair and
equitable manner that does not give
preference to one State or another.

That is why, along with the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT),
I am introducing today legislation to
correct this inequity. Our bill, the Tax
Deduction Fairness Act of 2001, would
reinstate the sales tax deduction and
direct the IRS to develop tables of av-
erage sales tax liabilities for taxpayers
in every State. It would then give the
taxpayer the option to deduct either
their State sales tax or their State in-
come tax when they file their Federal
return.

The bill will not make the State or
the Federal Income Tax Code more
complicated. In fact, it will add one
simple line and take about 60 seconds
to complete. I do not know about my
colleagues, but taking 60 seconds to
look on a simple chart in a way that
would save me $400 to $500 a year is a
pretty good investment in time. Add-
ing that line will save hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars for American taxpayers
every year, and it is all about funda-
mental fairness.

Let me give my colleagues a couple
of very real human examples. Brian
and Cathy Lux and their three kids,
Carissa, Devon and Tristian, live in
Brush Prairie, just outside my home
town of Vancouver, Washington. Brian
is a finance manager for a local auto

dealership, and his wife, Cathy, is a li-
censed home care provider.

All told, the Luxes make between
$70,000 to $80,000 a year, not a huge
amount for a family of five. Working
with the IRS, my office estimates that
the Luxes paid an average of about
$1,700 in sales taxes last year, but they
were able to deduct none of it from
their Federal return.

However, under our bill, they would
get nearly $500 of their tax money
back. For Brian and Cathy, that $500
would be nearly a month’s worth of
groceries; or when their kids get a lit-
tle older, it would be a semester of tui-
tion at the local community college.

Mr. Speaker, now is the time to fix
this inequity in the Federal Tax Code
for all Brian and Cathy Luxes and for
all of the similar families throughout
the country.

The new administration campaigned
on fair and just tax relief, and I sup-
port that promise. But I cannot think
of anything more fair than the bill that
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
CLEMENT) and I are introducing today.
If we penalize people for being married,
so too it must be unjust to penalize
people for living in States that opt to
tax their citizens through a sales tax. I
welcome the bipartisan spirit of the
new administration, and I urge mem-
bers to support this legislation that is
all about fairness and simplicity and
will help working families throughout
this country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT).

Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) for yielding and congratulate
him because I know that he has been a
leader in the State of Washington on
this issue, but has also been a leader
across the country on this; and it is a
pleasure to join forces with him be-
cause what we are trying to do is cor-
rect inequity, correct tax unfairness.

This came back to us in the 1986 tax
reform. Prior to 1986, we were able to
deduct our State sales tax from our
Federal income tax return. But in the
1986 tax reform, that was taken away
from us. It was an oversight, and now
we want to correct that oversight once
and for all for those seven States that
are left out. We should not be forced to
move to a State income tax in Ten-
nessee or Washington or the other
States if we do not want to.

f

BANKRUPTCY ABUSE PREVENTION
AND CONSUMER PROTECTION
ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, the pur-
pose of the special order to which I am
attached today is to announce the in-
troduction of the new bankruptcy re-
form act that we hope will be enacted
into law during this current session
and swiftly to arrive at the President’s

desk for signature. We are naming the
new effort the Bankruptcy Abuse Pre-
vention and Consumer Protection Act
of 2001, and we have over 50 cosponsors
already even at the early stages of this
session to help us shepherd through
much-needed bankruptcy reform.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues will re-
call that in the waning days of the last
session, the House by voice vote and
the Senate by an overwhelming vote of
70 to 28 approved the bankruptcy bill of
the last term only to have it vetoed by
President Clinton in the last days of
the congressional session during the
year 2000. So we have to start all over
again.

In starting all over again, Mr. Speak-
er, we are adopting as the starting ve-
hicle about 99 and 44/100 percent of the
bill that was approved in the last days
of the last session by both the House
and the Senate, which was of course
veto-proof. In the previous House vote,
there were 315 votes, well over the
veto-proof level, and in the Senate it
was 70 over something which also al-
lows for veto override. Happily, we may
not require a veto-proof majority in
this current session because we believe
that bankruptcy reform could be part
and parcel of President Bush’s overall
plan to meet the unstable economy
head on to prevent some of the worst
consequences of an economic down-
turn. It fits in perfectly.

Two main themes are part of the new
bankruptcy reform effort to which I al-
lude. These same two themes guided
our actions from the very beginning.
The first theme, and the most impor-
tant one, is that it is tailored to make
certain that anyone who is so over-
whelmed by debt, so swamped by the
inability to pay one’s obligations that
that individual after a good close look
at his circumstances would be entitled
to a fresh start, to be discharged in
bankruptcy, to be free of the debts that
so overwhelmed him. That is a salient
feature of this bankruptcy reform bill
and the ones that we were able to get
these favorable votes to accomplish in
the last two sessions.

So we never lose sight of, nor will we
ever lose sight of, the real purpose of
bankruptcy reform or any bankruptcy
legislation to allow an American cit-
izen the right to gain a fresh start
after finding himself incapable of meet-
ing his obligations. But the other tan-
dem theme that is also part of what we
have been doing for the last 3 years,
and which will be an important feature
of the new bill, will be that certain pro-
visions will be put into place which
will make certain that those people
who have an ability to repay some of
their debts will be compelled to do so,
so that instead of a Chapter 7 filing
which will give that automatic almost-
fresh start, we will be able to shepherd
some of the debtors into Chapter 13 and
propose a plan and adopt a plan by
which they could over a period of time
repay some of the debt out of their
then-current earnings.
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This is a well-balanced concept which

we are presenting to the American peo-
ple and to the Congress so that we can
help join in the fight to make sure that
our economy remains stable through-
out the ensuing several years and into
the next decade.

Some of the contentious features
that we found occurred on the floor of
the House and in committee through-
out the last 3 years have been so well
settled now and are part and parcel of
the new proposal that we believe that
only a modicum of new hearings will be
needed either in the Senate or in the
House for final resolution of the final
wording that will go into the bank-
ruptcy reform bill to which we refer.
We had some 13 hearings within a year
to determine what was out there in the
business world and in the consumer
world that was important enough for
us to note and to provide language to
accommodate.

Mr. Speaker, I am asking for cospon-
sorship.

I am proud to introduce H.R. 333, the Bank-
ruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Pro-
tection Act of 2001, today together with origi-
nal cosponsors from both sides of the aisle.

This bill is identical to the conference report
that accompanied H.R. 2415, the Gekas-
Grassley Bankruptcy Reform Act of 2000,
which passed the House by voice vote last
October and passed the Senate with a veto-
proof vote of 70 to 28 less than 2 months ago.
The only revisions consist of a title change
and the deletion of a provision that has al-
ready become law.

This bill is a further perfection of its prede-
cessor, H.R. 833, the Bankruptcy Reform Act
of 1999, which I introduced on February 24,
1999. With more than 100 cosponsors, H.R.
833 had overwhelming bipartisan support in
the House as further evidenced by a vote on
final passage of 313 to 108.

The bill I am introducing today consists of a
comprehensive package of reforms pertaining
to consumer and business bankruptcy law. It
also includes provisions regarding the treat-
ment of tax claims, enhanced data collection,
and international insolvencies.

This bill responds to several developments
affecting bankruptcy law and practice. Based
on data released by the Administrative Office
of the United States Courts, bankruptcy filings
have increased exponentially. Between 1994
and 1998, the number of filed bankruptcy
cases grew by more than 72 percent. In 1998,
bankruptcy filings, according to the Administra-
tive Office, reached an ‘‘all-time high’’ of more
than 1.4 million cases. Paradoxically, however,
this dramatic increase in bankruptcy filing
rates occurred during a period when the econ-
omy continued to be robust, with relatively low
unemployment and high consumer confidence.

Coupled with this development was the re-
lease of a study that estimated financial losses
in 1997 resulting from these bankruptcy filings
exceeded $44 billion, a loss equal to more
than $400 per household. This study projected
that even if the growth rate in personal bank-
ruptcies slowed to only 15 percent over the
next 3 years, the American economy would
have to absorb a cumulative cost of more than
$220 billion.

The Judiciary Committee began its consid-
eration of comprehensive bankruptcy reform

early in the 105th Congress. On April 16,
1997, the Subcommittee on Commercial and
Administrative Law conducted a hearing on
the operation of the bankruptcy system that
was combined with a status report from the
National Bankruptcy Review Commission. This
was the first of 13 hearings that the sub-
committee held on the subject of bankruptcy
reform over the ensuring 2 years. Eight of
these hearings were devoted solely to consid-
eration of H.R. 833 and its predecessor, H.R.
3150, the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1998.
Over the course of these hearings, more than
120 witnesses, representing nearly every
major constituency in the bankruptcy commu-
nity, testified. With regard to H.R. 833 alone,
testimony was received from 69 witnesses,
representing 23 organizations, with additional
material submitted by other individuals and
groups.

The heart of the bill’s consumer bankruptcy
reforms is the implementation of a mechanism
to ensure that consumer debtors repay their
creditors the maximum that they can afford.
The needs-based formula articulates objective
criteria so that debtors and their counsel can
self-evaluate their eligibility for relief under
chapter 7 (a form of bankruptcy relief where
the debtor generally receives a discharge of
his or her personal liability for most unsecured
debts). These reforms are not intended to af-
fect consumer debtors lacking the ability to
repay their debts and deserving of an expedi-
tious fresh start.

The bill’s debtor protections include signifi-
cant new credit card disclosure specifications
and the requirement that billing statements
and other related materials contain explana-
tory statements with regard to introductory in-
terest rates and minimum payments. These
additional disclosures will give debtors impor-
tant information to enable them to better man-
age their financial affairs so that they can
avoid fiscal disaster.

Important reforms intended to help debtors
understand their rights and obligations with re-
spect to reaffirmation agreements are also in-
cluded in the legislation. To enforce these pro-
tections, the bill requires the Attorney General
to designate a U.S. attorney for each judicial
district and a FBI agent for each field office to
have primary responsibility regarding abusive
reaffirmation practices, among other respon-
sibilities.

In addition, the legislation substantially ex-
pands a debtor’s ability to exempt certain tax-
qualified retirement accounts and pensions. It
also creates a new provision that allows a
consumer debtor to exempt certain education
IRA and state tuition plans for his or her
child’s postsecondary education from the
claims of creditors.

Most importantly, the legislation’s credit
counseling provisions will give consumers in fi-
nancial distress an opportunity to learn about
the consequences of bankruptcy—which can
be very devastating to their credit rating,
among other matters—and about alternatives
to bankruptcy, as well as how to manage their
finances, so that they can avoid future finan-
cial difficulties.

Other debtor protections include heightened
requirements for those professionals and oth-
ers who assist consumer debtors in connec-
tion with their bankruptcy cases, expanded no-
tice requirements for consumers with regard to
alternatives to bankruptcy relief, and the insti-
tution of a pilot program to study the effective-

ness of consumer financial education for debt-
ors. The legislation also addresses a problem
under the current law with respect to those in-
dividuals who are precluded from obtaining
bankruptcy relief because they simply cannot
afford to pay the requisite bankruptcy filing
fees and related charges. Under the legisla-
tion, these fees and charges may be waived
in appropriate cases.

With regard to business bankruptcy reform,
the bill addresses the special problems that
small business cases present by instituting a
variety of performance criteria and enforce-
ment mechanisms to identify and weed out
those debtors who are unable to reorganize. It
also requires more active supervision of these
cases by United States Trustees and the
bankruptcy courts. The bill includes provisions
dealing with business bankruptcy cases, in
general, and family farmer bankruptcies, in
particular. It also clarifies the treatment of cer-
tain financial contracts under the banking laws
as well as under the Bankruptcy Code. The
bill responds to the special needs of family
farmers by making chapter 12 of the Bank-
ruptcy Code—a form of bankruptcy relief avail-
able only to eligible family farmers—perma-
nent.

The small business and single asset real
estate provisions of the bill are largely derived
from consensus recommendations of the Na-
tional Bankruptcy Review Commission. Many
of these recommendations received broad
support from those in the bankruptcy commu-
nity, including various bankruptcy judges,
creditor groups, and the Executive Office for
United States Trustees.

The bill, in addition, contains several provi-
sions having general impact with respect to
bankruptcy law and practice. These include a
provision permitting certain appeals from final
bankruptcy court decisions to be heard directly
by the court of appeals for the appropriate cir-
cuit. Another general provision of the bill re-
quires the Executive Office for United States
Trustees to compile various statistics regard-
ing chapter 7, 11, and 13 cases, to make
these data available to the public, and to re-
port annually to Congress on the data col-
lected.

It is also important to note that the legisla-
tion includes a plethora of provisions intended
to protect the interests of women and children.
For example, the legislation—

Gives domestic support obligations the high-
est entitlement to payment in bankruptcy
cases where there are assets available to pay
the claims of creditors. Current law only ac-
cords a seventh level payment priority to these
claims.

Establishes a uniform and expanded defini-
tion of the term ‘‘domestic support obligation’’
to better protext the rights of women and chil-
dren with support claims and to reduce litiga-
tion.

Prevents deadbeat parents from enjoying
the benefits of bankruptcy relief without having
first satisfied their spousal and child support
obligations.

Ensures that bankruptcy cannot be used by
deadbeat parents to interfere with the enforce-
ment efforts of federal, state and local authori-
ties with respect to overdue child support obli-
gations.

Ensures that bankruptcy cannot be used by
deadbeat parents to interfere with the enforce-
ment efforts of federal, state and local authori-
ties with respect to overdue child support obli-
gations.
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Does not allow deadbeat parents to dis-

charge other obligations relating to divorce or
separation agreements.

Requries those who are responsible for the
administration of bankruptcy cases to provide
important information and notices to their hold-
ers of spousal or child support claims as well
as to state child support agencies.

Many professionals and organizations re-
sponsible for federal child support enforce-
ment programs such as the National District
Attorneys Association, the National Associa-
tion of Attorneys General, and the National
Child Support Enforcement Association (which
represents more than 60,000 child support
professionals across America) have enthu-
siastically expressed their support for these
important reforms.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 333,
the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 2001.

f
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SUPPORT SALES TAX DEDUCTION
ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. CLEMENT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of a bill that
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) and myself have worked so hard
on and we are introducing today that
would restore the sales tax deduction
to the Federal Income Tax Code. We
are talking about an oversight that oc-
curred in 1986, where seven States can-
not deduct their State sales tax from
their Federal income tax return, which
they could do prior to 1986. This is an
issue of tax fairness that has been
wrongly denied to the citizens of Ten-
nessee and six other States for 15
years.

Mr. Speaker, due to the elimination
of the State sales tax deduction from
the Federal Tax Code in 1986, the peo-
ple of Tennessee are paying signifi-
cantly more in taxes to the Federal
Government than a taxpayer with an
identical profile in a State that does
have a State income tax. In the last
fiscal year alone, my colleagues, my
friends, constituents in Tennessee, paid
an average of $727 in State sales taxes
but could not deduct $1 of it from their
Federal income tax return. We are
being forced to pay taxes on our taxes.
This is unfair, it is unjust, and it must
be corrected here in the 107th Congress.
The people of Tennessee and the other
States deserve better from the Federal
Government.

Our bill is very simple. It would
allow taxpayers to deduct their State
sales taxes from their Federal income
tax return. Those living in a State with
an income tax would be completely un-
affected, since they would still be able
to take an income tax deduction as
they do today. For example, a family
with a combined income of $50,000 that
lives in Tennessee, for example, who
are blessed with beautiful twin daugh-

ters would save $350. That, Mr. Speak-
er, is a lot of diapers.

I am calling on my colleagues to take
this opportunity to restore fairness and
equity to the Tax Code in this Congress
without making the Tax Code more
complex and without abandoning our
fiscal discipline. In a year when all the
talk now is about bipartisan tax cuts
and bipartisan tax reform, I say we
come together and pass tax fairness
and ensure tax equity now. Let us take
this opportunity to do something about
our tax burdens and not just talk about
them.

In this last Congress, the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) and my-
self were able to offer it on the floor of
the House, and 173 of our colleagues
voted in favor of similar tax language.
I would like to call on those Members
of the House to cosponsor this legisla-
tion. It is a fair bill, it makes a lot of
sense, and it will treat all States equal.
Is that not what it is all about, when
we call ourselves the United States of
America?

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to have a colloquy with my good
friend and a real leader in the House of
Representatives, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. BAIRD).

Mr. BAIRD. I thank the gentleman
from Tennessee, and I want to com-
mend him for his efforts on this bill
and for his fight for fairness for his
citizens.

It really is this simple. What we pro-
pose is to have the IRS create simple
tables. A person will not have to save
their receipts in a shoe box or keep
track of all their expenditures. They
will simply look on a simple table. On
the left column is their income, the top
row is the family size. They will find
where that intersects and that is the
amount they put on their tax form.
Literally, 30 seconds to a minute for
fundamental fairness, for a bill that
will save the average working family,
who itemizes their deductions, between
$300 to $500 every year.

The $500 million that Washington
State taxpayers paid to the Federal
treasury could have been spent on their
families, their kids’ educations, and in
a lot of other ways. I am sure it is true
in Tennessee as well.

Mr. CLEMENT. The gentleman is ab-
solutely right. And I have heard so
many people in Tennessee say why not?
We should not have been overlooked in
1986. I know neither one of us were in
Congress when that happened, when
they passed the 1986 tax reform, but the
fact is someone did not fight for us.
Someone did not fight for those seven
States.

I know some of those northeastern
Congressmen say, well, we wanted to
make sure that if an individual lived in
a State with a State income tax that
they could deduct that from their Fed-
eral income tax returns. Well, treat us
fairly as well, where we can deduct
some taxes from our Federal income
tax return, so we have fairness and eq-
uity for all in the United States.

FAITH-BASED INITIATIVES A
PRIORITY WITH PRESIDENT BUSH
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SOUDER. Earlier this week,
President George Bush announced his
faith-based initiatives office and dif-
ferent proposals that he will be sending
down to Congress. Earlier today, the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
WATTS), who has been a leader in this
effort, and Senator RICK SANTORUM,
along with the gentlewoman from Ken-
tucky (Mrs. NORTHUP) and myself, and
Senators TIM HUTCHINSON and SAM
BROWNBACK held a press conference
with a number of leaders from Michi-
gan, Florida, and other places around
the United States to highlight some of
these initiatives.

There are a number of questions that
I wanted to address here as we prepare
to analyze and hopefully report the
President’s package and add different
things we have considered here in the
House and Senate to it as well.

First and foremost, this is not a new
idea. Former Congressman and Senator
Dan Coats, when he was in the House,
had a number of these initiatives. In
the Senate, the Agenda for American
Renewal. Former Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development Secretary
Jack Kemp had a number of faith-based
initiatives there because a lot of people
would not reach out and care for those
with AIDS. In the early stages of the
AIDS crisis, as people were dying,
there were all sorts of false rumors
around and many people did not care
for them. Without the faith-based com-
munities, if the government had not
reached out to the faith-based commu-
nities and involved them, there would
have been many people dying of AIDS
who would not have received any as-
sistance whatsoever. Nobody objected
to the faith-based communities coming
and working.

Similarly in homelessness, the Fed-
eral dollars, the State dollars, and the
local dollars were not enough to ad-
dress the homeless questions. So, under
HUD, they expanded into the faith-
based organizations back in the Bush
administration. That was continued
under Secretary Cisneros and contin-
ued under Secretary Cuomo. It is not
fair to say that these things are sud-
denly new and that President Bush is
trying to insert religion into the na-
tional debate. It has been there. The
difference is, instead of an after-
thought, President Bush wants to
make it a focus. He is saying that all
these flowering organizations that are
developed in every neighborhood, par-
ticularly those that are hurting the
most, there are people making a dif-
ference and we need to tap into that.

Now, a second question that comes
up is, well, these examples that are
brought forth and are talked about at
press conferences or that are talked
about by Gene Rivers in Boston or
Freddie Garcia in San Antonio, they
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are just exceptions. They are not the
rules. We could not possibly make this
program work on a large scale because,
while there are a few people here and
there toiling away, this cannot pos-
sibly be part of an integrated strategy.
That is just false.

The largest city in my district is
Fort Wayne, Indiana. I want to give an
example of the breadth of what we are
talking about here. Reverend Bill
McGill was executive director of Stop
the Madness. After one pastor’s son
was shot in the center city of Fort
Wayne while he was sitting at a YMCA
and two guys got in a gun fight, he de-
cided to form an organization called
Stop the Madness. Bill McGill headed
that organization. Now he is executive
director of One Church, One Offender.
We have churches throughout north-
east Indiana and Fort Wayne in par-
ticular who are working to adopt peo-
ple who have gotten in trouble with the
law and who are now coming out. Who
is going to help them get a job and
work with them? This is a tremendous
program.

The Ewell Wilson Center was started
by Shirley Woods and her husband
after their boy, who was a star athlete,
was shot. She has a community center
now who works with kids. It is dis-
concerting that she has to fight for
every little game unit, for every com-
puter, for every little thing because she
is not a high-powered organization. It
is just a couple of people who said we
care about the kids in our area. They
do not have grant writers or the so-
called beltway bandits. How can people
making a difference at the grass roots
level do it?

Reverend Jessey and Anthony
Beasley came to me. They have an
inner-city church and they are trying
to figure out how to get a youth pro-
gram started for the after-school kids
because we have a huge crack problem
in Fort Wayne and a high murder rate,
and they do not know where to turn to
do that.

George Middleton took some of his
savings out to help build a youth cen-
ter, and he is building this with his pri-
vate money and getting volunteers in.
But he can only do so much. And when
someone does not get the help, they get
tired too fast. They are working 18
hours a day. Here are the people who
are actually doing it in the ZIP code
where they live and we cannot get the
dollars to them.

Friends of mine, Barb and Lonnie
Cox, had their family touched and
friends touched by the drug problem, so
they went to the bishop and through
the parish there they formed a house to
reach people who have been battling
drug addiction.

There is Father Glenn Kohrman in
Fort Wayne. We have an influx of Bur-
mese come in, as they have had a con-
flict in that country. We have pro-
grams for people of Spanish language,
often through faith-based organiza-
tions because often they are involved
in the Catholic church or Pentecostal

churches, but in this case, in the Asian
community, we did not have any direct
funds where the Catholic church could
figure out how to do English as a sec-
ond language to a subgroup.

This is what President Bush is talk-
ing about. We have lots of people al-
ready there; we have lots more inter-
ested, but they have not had access to
it. I congratulate the President for
making this a foremost priority rather
than an afterthought.

f

HONORING THE LIFE OF OLIVE
WEHBRING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. DAVIS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the life of
Olive Wehbring. Communities are in-
deed fortunate to have political activ-
ists who choose to devote their time to
the cause of good government after
they retire from a paid career. It is
rare when that commitment to public
issues becomes another 30-year career.
Olive Wehbring, who passed away re-
cently in San Diego at the age of 95,
was just such an exemplary citizen.

When I was a young mother and new
board member of the San Diego League
of Women Voters, I was delighted to
meet Olive and to be introduced by her
and to the intricacies of local govern-
ment. She was a model for several gen-
erations of League of Women Voters
leaders. Her enthusiasm was matched
by tireless perseverance and sitting
through long meetings, whether they
be a county health committee, a re-
gional planning meeting of the San
Diego Association of Governments, or a
city planning commission hearing. In
fact, she attended a meeting of re-
gional planners only 3 months before
she died from complications of breast
cancer.

Three years ago, I had the oppor-
tunity to speak at a State League of
Women Voters convention in San
Diego, and Olive, well over 90 years old,
appeared at the meeting. She had vol-
unteered all morning at the registra-
tion table, driven 10 miles home to
check on her cat during lunch, drove
back downtown, parked, and walked
several blocks in time for the after-
noon session.

Olive’s energy was legendary. Her
spirit indomitable and her intellect un-
sparing. She served as President of the
League of Women Voters of San Diego
County in 1981, and for the city league
she authored a guide to the city’s
structure and operation. Mrs. Wehbring
was also active in the Church of the
Good Samaritan, where she served as
clerk of the vestry and as head of the
Altar Guild.

Olive was born here in Washington,
D.C. but grew up in New York. After
graduating in 1927 from Smith College,
where she was a competitive swimmer,
she became a reference librarian. Man-
aging the reference department for a li-

brary in White Plains, New York, she
earned a Master’s Degree in library
science in 1955 from Columbia Univer-
sity. In New York, Olive served as
President of the United Nations Asso-
ciation of Westchester County and on
the board of the Westchester Mental
Health Association.
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After moving in 1970 to the newly de-
veloped University City area of San
Diego with her late husband Leon, she
became a member of the University
City Planning Board. As the University
of California San Diego grew, the area
expanded with diverse business, sci-
entific research, and high-density resi-
dential buildings. Olive became a
watchdog for good growth policies to
tailor the growth of the community.

Olive Wehbring will be missed by
many community members, as well as
her daughter Brenda Holman of San
Diego, her sons John of San Diego and
Kurt of Portland, Oregon, and her five
grandchildren and ten great-grand-
children. She will always have a spe-
cial place in my heart and the hearts of
many women for whom she was a role
model and mentor.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

[Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hearafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.]

f

EDUCATION PLAN OF PRESIDENT
BUSH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to express my support as
well as concerns regarding President
Bush’s education plan. The plan rep-
resents a comprehensive and broad-
reaching initiative, which is expected
to gain the support of both sides of the
aisle and both Houses of Congress. And
it deserves it. But I must raise the re-
ality that the U.S. territories, like
Guam, the Virgin Islands, American
Samoa and the Northern Marianas are
not even mentioned.

There is no mention in the Presi-
dent’s proposal regarding the treat-
ment of territories. It is not unusual
that territories are often overlooked
and sometimes misrepresented in the
crafting of national policy. But when
national policies have ambitious titles
and objectives, the territories should
not be overlooked.

The goal of President Bush’s plan is
that no child be left behind. I would
like to restate that goal so that it
rings clear to everyone. No child in
America should be left behind. And
that should include all American chil-
dren no matter where they live.
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I would like to emphasize the special

needs of public schools in the terri-
tories, which, apart from the remote-
ness from the U.S. mainland, share in
the same struggle to meet the basic
needs of operating a school system. But
due to our geography, we face special
challenges in maintenance, school con-
struction, acquisition of school sup-
plies and equipment, recruitment and
training of professionals.

In Guam, we face the additional bur-
den of dealing with typhoons in an un-
forgiving tropical environment, unfor-
giving for buildings, that is. The people
of Guam have crafted a reasonable 10-
year plan for the system’s infrastruc-
ture, and we look to Federal programs
and unique bonding arrangements
which will jump-start our effort to
bring Guam schools into the 21st cen-
tury.

The territories are generally included
in most national programs, but only as
afterthoughts and educators in Guam
must follow a patchwork system of
funding arrangements and frequent bu-
reaucratic indifference in order to ob-
tain needed and fair funding. This was
the message conveyed to me in a meet-
ing last week with Guam’s top-level ad-
ministrators in the Department of Edu-
cation.

We also frequently try to apply na-
tional programs to our local jurisdic-
tions which face very different and dif-
ficult circumstances. It is for this rea-
son that territorial school systems
which have a unique relationship with
the Federal Government deserve spe-
cial consideration and mention in the
President’s plan and any plan which
leaves Congress.

As stated in Title VI of the Presi-
dent’s proposal, ‘‘The Federal Govern-
ment has a special obligation to cer-
tain schools that educate the children
of families who serve in the U.S. mili-
tary and those that educate Native
American children.’’ This initiative to
rebuild schools for Native Americans
and children of military families
should be extended to all territories, as
all territories have a unique relation-
ship with the Federal Government.

As an educator by training, and my
mother is an educator and my wife is
an educator and my daughter is an edu-
cator, I must also state a concern
about the emerging nature of the ac-
countability to mention the Presi-
dent’s proposal. I am concerned about
the overreliance of testing as the only
measure of educational success. Guam
schools, like many other school dis-
tricts in the Nation, are struggling to
meet very basic needs and have a very
diverse student body and we need to ac-
count for different ways of measuring
success.

I believe in standards and agree that
the failure to include high standards
will mean that schools will not meet
designated goals. But we must think
about other ways to measure the
school environment than simple reli-
ance on standardized testing, just that
alone.

As a former educator, I give Presi-
dent Bush high marks for introducing a
comprehensive educational measure at
the beginning of his administration.
This demonstrates his solid commit-
ment to improve education in public
schools for all American children. I
know my colleagues in the territories
will agree that this administration and
this Congress should work in concert
to move our Nation’s educational agen-
da forward so that no child is left be-
hind whether they live in Los Angeles
or Washington, D.C., Hagatna or Yara.

I urge my fellow colleagues and
President Bush to consider the special
needs of U.S. territories as we work in
crafting an educational plan that truly
meets the needs of all Americans.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. MINK of Hawaii addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

WELL WISHES TO HON. BUD SHU-
STER ON HIS DEPARTURE FROM
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Speaker, this is
the last day for the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER), one of the
most dynamic experts on transpor-
tation in the entire country. There has
been no individual that has had more
of an impact on transportation in
Pennsylvania, in the commonwealth in
his district, in my district, in the en-
tire country.

He was an expert in the field. Even
when he was in the minority, he had a
tremendous impact on transportation
things. He convinced the Congress and
the White House that the taxes we col-
lect for transportation ought to go to
transportation; and, even against tre-
mendous odds, he was able to win that
battle.

It will be a long time before we see
another person with his ability. He was
a Ph.D with a Phi Beta Kappa. He was
an Army veteran. He was a person of
great compassion, and sometimes it
was overshadowed by things that he
was interested in.

But I will say this, that the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHU-
STER) will be long remembered for all
the things that he did in Pennsylvania
and for his legacy and there will be a
better transportation system in this
great country. And that is absolutely
essential to our economic progress.

Mr. MASCARA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to one of the finest sons of Penn-
sylvania: Chairman BUD SHUSTER.

BUD, your commitment and vision has re-
shaped our national landscape from the local
level to the national level.

In 1995, when I took the oath of office and
won a seat on the T&I Committee, you were
beginning your 12th term as a Congressman
and first year as Chairman of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee. Little did

I realize that under your leadership the Com-
mittee would become the most productive
Congress has ever seen. A large measure of
your success can be attributed to your fair
treatment and respect for the minority mem-
bers of the Committee.

We as a nation are extremely lucky to have
had you working to build the Transportation
and Environmental infrastructure of our nation.
Because of your efforts, I do not believe the
American people will ever again accept inad-
equate funding for our Waterways, Railways,
Airways, and Highways.

Personally, I want to thank you for helping
with many projects in my district. I am particu-
larly grateful for your visit to my district to view
the efforts being made to complete the Mon-
Fayette and Southern Beltway Transportation
Projects. Once completed, this project has the
economic potential to revive the economy for
the hard working men and women of south-
western Pennsylvania.

It has been an honor and pleasure to work
with you on the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee. Although I am certain you are
looking forward to other pursuits, you will be
sadly missed by me personally and your col-
leagues on the Committee.

As you plan for your future, let me assure
you that you have a friend in FRANK MASCARA.
I wish you the best of everything.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks about the retirement of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHU-
STER).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

CONSUMER ONLINE PRIVACY AND
DISCLOSURE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to join in the remarks of my
colleague. The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHUSTER) has been very
fair and worked on transportation not
only, obviously, in Pennsylvania but
all over the country. His presence will
be missed.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, though, to
talk about a bill I just introduced, the
Consumer Online Privacy and Disclo-
sure Act.

Unprecedented numbers of American
consumers are flocking to the Internet
to transact business and tap the nearly
limitless informational databases that
are available. The explosion in Internet
usage, however, is not without its prob-
lems.

Unlike shopping in a mall or brows-
ing through a library where individuals
travel anonymously through the mer-
chandise racks and library stacks, the
Internet is becoming less and less
anonymous. Direct marketing firms
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are now trying to identify individuals
as they surf the Web to isolate where
they visit and what they are viewing.

This new data collection practice is
most often described as Internet
profiling. Internet profiling describes
the practice of joining a consumer’s
personal information with that of his
or her Internet viewing habits. To de-
velop this detail profile, a ‘‘persistent
cookie’’ must be attached to the con-
sumer’s cookie as they move through a
Web site.

A persistent cookie is a small text
file copied for varying lengths of time
to consumers’ computers to track their
movements while they are online. It is
almost like somebody following you on
the street, Mr. Speaker; and we have
protections against that.

My legislation would prohibit Inter-
net Service Providers (ISP) and Web
site operators from allowing third par-
ties to attach these persistent cookies
to a consumer’s computer without his
or her knowledge and consent. And
that is the biggest purpose. If someone
wants to give their consent, then that
is their business.

For example, we have these grocery
cards all over the country that gives us
a discount. We understand that by tak-
ing that discount that Safeway or
Kroeger’s or someone else is actually
seeing what we buy at the grocery
store. We agree to that in a way.

The legislation requires the Federal
Trade Commission, the FTC, to pro-
mulgate rules specifying that all oper-
ators of a Web site or online service
provide a clear and conspicuous notice
of their privacy policy in clear, non-le-
galistic terms.

The bill also requires a Web site or
online service to provide consumers
with an option to prevent the use of
their personal information for any ac-
tivity other than the particular trans-
action. And finally, the privacy policy
must clearly state how any informa-
tion, collected information will be
shared or transferred to an external
company or third party.

While my legislation gives consumers
more information and control over how
they use the Internet, I have also in-
cluded a provision that will hold e-
commerce companies to their privacy
policies.

With insolvency of many dot-com
companies, oftentimes the only tan-
gible asset left to satisfy creditors is a
consumer’s transaction and personal
information.

The global use of the Internet is ben-
eficial only so long as the information
traveling through cyberspace remains
private. Consumers will pull back from
this burgeoning information and com-
merce tool if they believe their privacy
is being invaded.

While I understand there are many
differing approaches to the use of
Internet privacy, I believe this legisla-
tion addresses a critical component of
Internet privacy debate; and I look for-
ward in working with this Congress,
Mr. Speaker, also to make sure that

our constituents have that privacy
that they expect and also that they
will think they have.

f

THE THREE R’S PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. SMITH) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to come before
the Chamber today to talk about what
is the most important issue facing our
country today and certainly in the fu-
ture, education: How can we prepare
our children to become adults with the
skills and the knowledge that they
need to succeed and compete in the
world today. It is a challenge that we
are presently not meeting to the degree
that we should, and it starts with K–12
education.

Right now we are losing too many
students before they even make it
through high school, too many stu-
dents who are not developing the skills
and the learning experiences that they
need. How can we go about fixing that
problem?

Well, for the most part, this is a local
issue. This is something that States,
school districts and local communities
are going to be the primary drivers on
in terms of fixing the problems, invest-
ing the resources and making the deci-
sions. And I think we should keep that
in mind, as the United States Congress,
that we want to make sure that we em-
power the locals to do the job that they
are in the best position to do.

But the Federal Government does
have a role. There is a lot of people
that say that the Federal Government
does not have any business being in-
volved in K–12 education because it is a
State and local issue, period. I dis-
agree.

On the single-most important issue
facing our country, the quality of our
child’s education, I think all taxpayers
would like to know that some of that
money that they pay in taxes to the
Federal Government is going to help
improve our K–12 education system
since it is such an important issue to
all of us.

But the question that we are address-
ing here today is, what is the proper
role for the Federal Government? How
can they best use the money that they
spend?

Right now the Federal Government is
responsible for about 7 percent of the
school district’s budget. Are we getting
the most we can for those dollars? Are
those dollars going to the right places?
Are they coming with the proper
amount of flexibility? I do not think
so.

Myself and a number of colleagues of
mine have introduced a bill on edu-
cation called the Three R’s bill. The
gentleman from California (Mr.
DOOLEY), the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROEMER) and others have cospon-

sored this to try to shift the focus of
the Federal role in education to im-
prove it and to make it work better.
There are some basic principles that we
want to outline today that we are
headed towards on this program.

First and foremost is we do need to
make an increased investment in edu-
cation. And have a chart here that lays
out what our goals and priorities are,
and that is the first time.

There are many people that would
like to believe, I guess, that we do not
need to spend more money to make
education better. And I will agree that
we do not need to only spend more
money, we have to make it more effi-
cient, more effective and more ac-
countable as well. But when we look at
our crumbling classrooms in one end of
this country to the other, the crushing
need for school construction, at the
coming shortage of teachers that we
have, at the growing class sizes, at the
growing needs for technology in our
schools, there is no question that we as
a Nation need to make a greater in-
vestment in K–12 education, and that is
something that we ought to start with.

But the other thing is, when we are
looking at the Federal Government,
where should we send our money?
Those Federal dollars should be tar-
geted to help where we can best help,
and that is driving those dollars out to
the communities that are in poverty,
to the poorer communities that frank-
ly do not have the same access to edu-
cation that other communities have.

If they live in a wealthy or tax-rich
community, they have a number of op-
tions for funding the programs that
they need in school. If they do not,
they do not have as many options, they
cannot simply raise a $100,000 from the
parents or pass a levy or bond issue to
generate those dollars.
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The Federal Government should tar-
get their dollars that they send to get
to those poor communities. We do not
do a good enough job of that right now.
Too many of those dollars are not
going to the communities that truly
need them. Our bill adjusts those for-
mulas to drive them out primarily
based on need, based on those poverty-
based communities that we are headed
towards.

The other major problem of the Fed-
eral role in education right now is that
it is too bureaucratic and there are too
many strings attached to those dollars
that are sent out. That is a problem in
a couple of different areas. First of all
there is insufficient flexibility. The
needs of one school district may not
necessarily be the same as another.
The needs in Seattle may not be the
same as Chicago or Spokane or South
Bend, Indiana, there may be differences
in what they want, but the Federal
Government is very prescriptive in how
we send the dollars out. They have to
be spent in a certain way. That reduces
the flexibility of those local commu-
nities to best use those dollars. But the
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other problem with it is the bureau-
cratic nightmare that goes with it.

The way the Federal structure is cur-
rently set up, there is somewhere in
the neighborhood of 60 different Fed-
eral programs, pots of money of vary-
ing sizes that all school districts in the
country have to compete for. They fill
out grants to go get these dollars.
There are a whole series of problems
with this process. First of all, the com-
munities that need these dollars the
most, the poor, the rural communities,
they do not have the money for grant
writers. They are struggling just to
provide the educators they need in
their school districts. So it becomes a
snowball effect. They do not have the
money to hire the grant writers so they
cannot get the additional money the
Federal Government is providing and
the dollars do not get driven out where
they are truly needed. But even in
communities that have large school
districts, you do not want your school
district personnel to be grant writers.
You want them to be educators.

There is a school district in my con-
gressional district that estimates in 1
year they spent 900 person-hours filling
out Federal grants for money. Think of
what those 900 person-hours could have
been better used for to help educate
our children. We need to give them
that flexibility and freedom from the
grant writing that is currently re-
quired of so many school districts. We
drive our dollars out in a way that does
not require that, that gives them that
greater flexibility and lifts them away
from that bureaucracy.

The last issue I want to touch on is
accountability. As I mentioned, we cer-
tainly need to invest more in edu-
cation. But we also need more account-
ability, more effective results. The big-
gest reason for that is you cannot fix a
failing school. You cannot educate a
child that is not learning to read or
write or develop the math skills that
he or she needs if you are not aware of
it. If we are not measuring the results
of our schools and our students, we do
not know where they are at. Now, this
is something that should be State driv-
en, no question. But I believe it should
be the policy of the Federal Govern-
ment to require States to keep track of
how their schools are performing, so
that parents can know what is going on
and so that, most importantly, we can
meet the needs as they come up. So
that is another important part of our
bill is we require States to measure
performance at least three times dur-
ing the course of K–12 education. In my
home State of Washington, we do it in
the fourth, seventh, and tenth grade.
Different States do it at different
places, but there needs to be a meas-
urement so we know how the schools
are doing.

But the second most important part
about accountability is the part that I
think we are doing the weakest job on
as a country, and, that is, once you
find out the schools that are not suc-
ceeding, the students that are not suc-

ceeding, what do you do about it? Are
you then investing and making the
changes necessary to fix the problem?
It is nice to know, but it is far more
important to get in there and fix the
problem so that all of us, all of our
children, have access to a quality edu-
cation. What our bill does is it requires
that measurement and then once you
find out what schools are not per-
forming, we set aside money for the
States to go into those specific schools
and improve them and make them
work better, to get the results that we
need.

Our bill is a significant change in
Federal education policy. It is a change
that reflects the need to spend more
money certainly but to target those
dollars in an appropriate place, to in-
crease local flexibility so that they are
not filling out Federal paperwork but,
rather, educating our children and to
have accountability, to measure re-
sults so that we know how our children
are doing, how our schools are doing,
so hopefully we can step up and im-
prove them. I feel there is no more im-
portant issue that this Congress will
deal with. I am pleased that the Presi-
dent has shown an indication to move
in this direction. We have some dif-
ferences on the proposal that he has
outlined. But we also have a lot of sim-
ilarities. I think there is a good chance
that this Congress will make a signifi-
cant change in education policy.

With that, I am joined by several col-
leagues today who are cosponsors of
this bill and share with me in our de-
sire to get it passed and change this
role. I would first like to call on the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
SHOWS).

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
SMITH). We appreciate that so much.

I am glad to say, Mr. Speaker, the
national debate has shifted to our
American system of education. Re-
cently, President Bush offered a com-
prehensive education package. I am
glad priorities concerning education
are taking the national stage now, be-
cause improving our schools makes all
our lives better.

The President’s proposal has much
merit, but let me tell my colleagues
about another education proposal and
that is what the gentleman from Wash-
ington is talking about today, the
Three R’s Act. This bill demonstrates
that both parties are willing to invest
more in education and support strong
accountability measures. The Three
R’s bill streamlines the Federal bu-
reaucracy, allows for more local con-
trol, increases funding for poor schools
and allows for more teacher and prin-
cipal hiring and recruitment. The
Three R’s Act actually streamlines 50
Federal programs into five perform-
ance-based grants. It also provides for
more resources to schools with high
concentrations of poor children to help
States meet their new performance
goals. This will also be of particular
benefit for my State, Mississippi.

I recently released a report con-
ducted about class sizes in our congres-
sional district. The gentleman was
talking about it earlier. The study re-
vealed that over 80 percent of young
children in these grades were taught in
classrooms that exceeded the national
goal of 18 students per classroom. That
is in my district. It is important that
some of the funds from the Three R’s
Act or any education bill go to help re-
duce class sizes. Smaller class sizes
have been proven to increase student
achievement, reduce discipline prob-
lems and increase the amount of in-
structional time teachers are able to
spend with students. Class size reduc-
tion has the strongest effects on chil-
dren in kindergarten through third
grade. A study conducted in Tennessee,
for example, revealed that in the
fourth grade, students from the smaller
classes still outperformed the students
from the larger classes in all academic
subjects.

In order to have a comprehensive so-
lution to ensuring that our children re-
ceive a quality education, we must in-
vest in school construction and mod-
ernization, mental health professionals
and more guidance counselors in our
schools, technology in the classrooms
and smaller class sizes.

With smaller class sizes, a teacher
can better identify the needs of the
students, provide individual attention,
and spend less time on disciplinary
matters. I look forward to continuing
to work with my colleagues in Con-
gress on an education bill that will
strengthen our education system for
the 21st century.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. ROEMER) who serves on
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce and has been a leader on
education policy for the full decade he
has been in Congress and is one of the
prime drivers behind this legislation.

Mr. ROEMER. I appreciate the very
kind words from my good friend and
fellow New Democrat from the State of
Washington (Mr. SMITH). I want to ap-
plaud him for his hard work on this bill
over the past year and a half. I want to
thank the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. SHOWS) for the eloquence in his
statement. We will be joined by the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND)
to talk about education as well from
his vantage point on the Committee on
Education and the Workforce where he
has joined me working on these efforts
for the past several years.

I also want to commend all the New
Democrats that have worked so hard
on education legislation over the past
several years. We have a host of people
that dedicate their careers in public
service to trying to improve opportuni-
ties for young children, for people that
are going back to school, whether they
be 28 or 48 years old, to get a better
education, whether it be a nontradi-
tional student at 33 years old going to
a community college. We are inter-
ested in working in areas to improve
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education for Americans across the
country. The New Democrat Coalition
has been a driving force to try to come
up with these new ideas, to try to work
with the Senate where, with this par-
ticular bill, the Three R’s, we have
worked with Senator BAYH, my col-
league from Indiana, and Senator
LIEBERMAN from Connecticut to craft
this legislation. And where we look to
work in a bipartisan way with our fel-
low Republicans across the aisle, with
the new administration and with all
those people across the country that
continue to say that education is the
single most important issue across
America.

You can go into a small business or a
large business and the first thing out of
their mouth is education, to improve
productivity. You can go into a labor
union and talk to people about training
opportunities and apprenticeship pro-
grams and the first word is improving
education. You can talk about Demo-
crats and Republicans, the Bush ad-
ministration, the former Clinton ad-
ministration, the nexus is here, the riv-
ers are all coming together for us to fi-
nally work in a bipartisan way to
achieve some much-needed results in
improving public education in this
country.

Now, we are 2 years behind, ladies
and gentlemen, 2 years behind in reau-
thorizing the most important edu-
cation bill where there is a partnership
between the Federal Government and
our local schools, locally driven, I
might add, for the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act. We have pro-
posed a bill that the gentleman from
Washington has just very, very quickly
outlined, and done it very well. That I
think is a very, very good starting
point and a possible ending point, for
good bipartisan legislation to reauthor-
ize the ESEA proposal. Let me outline
two or three major components of this
bill and then maybe touch on a brief
area of disagreement with the Bush ad-
ministration, and then conclude with
the importance of resources and invest-
ment for public education in this coun-
try.

First of all, what we do in this Three
R’s education proposal which has been
dropped today, I think the number will
probably be H.R. 345, is we consolidate
a number, 50 to 60 Federal programs,
down to five competitive Federal
grants. These five areas, including title
I for the poorest children; teacher qual-
ity to improve on the number of people
going into the teaching profession and
coming out, maybe going in at mid ca-
reer; we talk about public school
choice and expanding choice to em-
power more parents. Those are the five
critical areas to consolidate and make
sure that these decisions are not driven
by Washington, D.C. but are driven by
the local community with help and as-
sistance from the Federal Government.

Secondly, we demand more account-
ability and results from our schools,
from every teacher, from every single
child, to make sure that they can live

up to the standards and the require-
ments of this new economy, so that
they can meet the needs upon gradua-
tion from high school that are going to
be needed by our businesses, by our
unions, by our hospitals and our banks,
so that they make certain require-
ments and that diploma is meaningful
coming out of high school, that di-
ploma means they have met certain as-
sessments and skill levels, but that we
do not also overtest and put a Federal
mandate on our local schools. There is
a delicate balance that we try to reach
in this bill between recognizing the
needs to test our students and demand
more from our students but also not
give unfunded mandates to our local
schools.

Thirdly, and I will talk about this a
little bit more, we target new re-
sources, new investments, new oppor-
tunities to some of the poorest children
in inner city and rural areas in Amer-
ica that are not getting the same op-
portunities to a good education that
some other students might be getting.

Now, the CBO today is releasing new
figures that say over the next 10 years,
the Federal surplus will swell to $5.6
trillion. Now, on a cautionary note, la-
dies and gentlemen, 1 month ago their
preliminary figure was $6 trillion, but
with the economy slowing down, they
have readjusted that by $400 billion in
the last month. If we have an energy
crisis, if we have a recession, if we have
a problem overseas, that could signifi-
cantly go down from that $5.6 trillion
initial guesstimate.

We do not know what it is going to be
over the next 10 years. But certainly in
this town where people are rushing to
increase a tax cut, where they are
rushing to throw money at defense, the
very first thing that we are going to
try to do in this session of Congress is
work in a bipartisan way on invest-
ments in results of better public edu-
cation. Certainly we can afford to in-
vest some more resources into our edu-
cation system, for quality teachers, for
more public school choice, for profes-
sional development opportunities for
our teachers, and smaller class sizes,
things that are going to make a big dif-
ference in the quality of the student
graduating from school.
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So we will be fighting for more re-
sources, and this bill devotes 35 billion
extra dollars on top of current funding
over the next 5 years to education for
ESEA.

Consolidation, accountability, new
resources, and less bureaucracy here. I
think this is a very, very strong bill to
work with the Bush administration and
our fellow Republicans in a bipartisan
way to finally get ESEA reauthorized.

There are a couple of areas of dis-
agreement that I think our colleagues
will probably talk more about. One of
them is how do we address failing
schools. If the school is not adequately
preparing, if the school is not ade-
quately requiring, if the school is not

adequately making sure that that stu-
dent is getting good results and learn-
ing, then we need to do something
about that school.

The Bush administration proposal is
to say we are going to give that stu-
dent a $1,500 voucher to then leave that
public school and take it somewhere
else. Well, the first problem is, the
$1,500 voucher could not really get
someone in the door of a private
school. They still have a $2,000 or $3,000
or $4,000 required payment to make for
the tuition. But secondly, it starts to
take vital money away from that pub-
lic school that is failing.

The slogan is, ‘‘Leave no Child Be-
hind.’’ Well, one is leaving a school, an
entire school, behind with that philos-
ophy. We say in our bill, for a failing
school, we are going to demand more.
We are going to require more. We are
going to remediate that school. We are
going to put teachers or principals on
probation. We are going to do more to
make that school work with empow-
ering parents with public school choice
and charter schools and magnet
schools and alternative schools, but
keep that $1,500 in the public school
system.

We also have differences in some
other areas that I will not get into on
the amount of testing, on the amount
of resources that we devote, but we will
probably talk more about these ideas
as this bill makes its way through. I
think there is a great foundation be-
tween our bills to begin working to-
gether, with 80 percent agreement and
bipartisan reauthorization of ESEA.

I will conclude by again saying that
I am very, very proud of the people
that have worked so hard to put this
new Democratic Coalition bill together
and look forward to working in a bipar-
tisan way to see that reauthorization
of ESEA is a possible stepping stone to
working in a bipartisan way on other
issues.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I just want to, before calling
on my next colleague, amplify the
point that the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROEMER) made about where the
new Democrats are coming from on
this issue. For years, there has been
this sort of frozen public debate going
on between Republicans and Demo-
crats, with Democrats arguing that
more money needs to be spent and Re-
publicans arguing that there needs to
be more accountability for results; and
that as a consequence we have not done
anything. We really have not moved
forward significantly in either area.

What this bill represents and what
the new Democratic Coalition has
worked so hard to do is a way to find a
middle ground to bridge the gap and
recognize what we ought to do is both.
We certainly ought to have a more ac-
countable education system that meas-
ures results, that tells us who is suc-
ceeding and who is not. We also need to
invest resources; and that is going to
be a major, major topic of conversation
between us and the White House, is
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how much money are they willing to
put into this to help make sure we do
not leave any child behind. If we are
talking about ratcheting up the tax cut
from a trillion to $1.6 trillion to $2 tril-
lion to whatever it winds up as being,
think about what we could do with
some of those dollars if they were in-
vested in education if we actually
made a difference on things like class
size and school construction and in-
vesting in those poor communities that
do not have adequate access.

I think we need to make sure that
the White House shows us a commit-
ment on the investment side as well as
on the accountability side. We as New
Democrats are trying to do both be-
cause we recognize that both need to be
done.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague
and friend, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND), who is also a mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and
the Workforce and has been working on
these issues for a number of years.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend, the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. SMITH), for yielding me this time
and also securing this hour for general
discussion about education policy.

As my friend from Indiana pointed
out, there is a convergence of energy
and interests and anticipation really in
doing something good in this session of
Congress in regards to reforming the
education system in this country.

I am a proud sponsor, as a member of
the new Democratic Coalition, of the
RRRs program that the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. SMITH) has just
laid out for us. I think it is a realistic
proposal. It is credible, and it is long
overdue.

The consolidation aspect is much
needed. It will increase flexibility to
local school districts so that the deci-
sion-makers, those who are intimately
involved in reforming the education
system, will have an opportunity to
implement the reforms that they know
will succeed at the local level; but it
also recognizes importantly enough
that we have to be committed to mak-
ing a major investment if we are going
to see the results that we are demand-
ing now from our school districts and
the administrators.

This is a very exciting proposal. It is
a very good starting point. Many of the
features that we have in this RRR pro-
posal are very similar to what the new
administration and President Bush just
announced last week. In fact, last
Thursday I had the opportunity to go
to the White House and sit down and
have a good conversation with the
President, along with a few other mem-
bers of the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, in regards to the
proposals that he released last week.
There are a lot of good proposals that
President Bush is bringing to the table
on education reform, not least of which
is his philosophy that there is a Fed-
eral role in the education system, in
the education of our children.

It was a philosophy that in recent
years, at least, we were fighting on the

Committee on Education and the
Workforce. Many of our colleagues in
this Chamber were actually advocating
shutting down the Department of Edu-
cation, claiming that there was no Fed-
eral role at all to help with local school
districts and the resources that they
need in order to make the improve-
ments that we would like to see. Presi-
dent Bush is saying, no, that is wrong.
There is a role. We have a responsi-
bility, and there is a way for us to
work together in a bipartisan fashion
to assist these local school districts in
making these reforms.

There are also some points of conten-
tion, issues that we are going to seri-
ously debate and get into as we get
into the formulation of education pol-
icy, the reauthorization of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act that
we have to get accomplished this year
in committee; not least of which is the
whole idea of accountability, and what
people mean by that, because it has
various definitions. It has various
meanings.

I think what we have with the RRR
proposal from the new Democratic Coa-
lition is a requirement that we want to
see student performance measured so
that we can take corrective action,
take remedial action for students who
are detected as falling behind, so that
they are not left behind as they
progress through the education system.

I would hate for us in this Congress,
though, to work on a system of ac-
countability which merely establishes
a regime of sanctions and penalties,
and I am afraid that with the private
voucher proposal in the President’s
plan that we could very easily get to
that step where we would be draining
precious and limited resources from
the public education system that we
want to support and put it into the pri-
vate sphere, where there are, granted, a
lot of good private schools doing won-
derful things throughout the country.
But let us face it, the private school
system does not have the same type of
system of accountability that the pub-
lic school systems currently have. Nor
would we necessarily want to attach
strings and a lot of accountability with
the funds that go into private, and es-
pecially parochial, education.

I am very concerned about the sepa-
ration of church-and-state issues if ac-
countability follows the Federal dol-
lars, which is an issue that really has
not been aired all that much when one
gets into the private voucher plan, and
one that we really need to be more
careful about in our discussions as we
go forward. There are some very at-
tractive features in what the President
is calling for, what we are calling for in
our education plan, the emphasis on
professional development programs so
we have the quality teachers in the
classroom, which is perhaps the second
most important determinant of how
well our students are going to perform,
right after parental involvement.

I hope we do not lose sight of the ne-
cessity of investing in professional de-

velopment of the school leaders, prin-
cipals, superintendents, the adminis-
trators. Everyone who has been in-
volved in the school system realizes
how important it is to have quality
people in those positions to quarter-
back the education system and to pro-
vide guidance and implement the re-
forms that are necessary. The Presi-
dent, too, is emphasizing, as President
Clinton before him, early childhood lit-
eracy programs which, again, received
fierce resistance in this House over the
last 4 years, the Reading Excellence
Act. President Bush is now asking for a
ramp up in early childhood literacy
programs, and I applaud him for that,
but there is one area that hopefully we
can embrace and form bipartisan con-
sensus around, and that is for this
United States Congress to live up to
the Federal responsibility and obliga-
tion to fully fund special education
costs throughout the country.

Our obligation is roughly 40 percent
of the special education costs that
school districts have to incur in order
to educate these children. These chil-
dren deserve to be educated. They de-
serve to get a good education, but it re-
quires an investment because of the
special needs that they bring to the
classroom. We have only been funding
it at roughly 12, 13 percent. If we can
get to that 40 percent level, which will
require a substantial investment in
special education, IDEA is the pro-
gram’s name, that would free up a lot
of resources then by its very nature at
the local school districts. That would
provide them with increased flexibility
in order to make reforms that they
want to make at the local school dis-
tricts, and all that it requires is an act
of Congress, with the cooperation of
the appropriators and the administra-
tion, to be committed to this concept
of fully funding our obligation to spe-
cial education needs across the coun-
try.

Not only is it the right thing to do, I
think it is good policy if we really
want to see the results that many of us
have a passion for in the public school
system. It is an issue that I personally
raised with the President as they are
beginning to formulate their budget
proposal which will be submitted short-
ly to Congress for our consideration.

Just to close on a point that my
friend, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROEMER), made, there is a lot of
euphoria in Washington these days in
regards to the latest CBO projected
budget surpluses, $5.6 trillion, which
was announced today; but I think we
need to be careful because I think the
greatest challenge we are going to face
this year in Congress is to lose fiscal
discipline. By that I mean if we look at
the actual numbers and how they play
out, first of all, two-thirds of even that
projection does not occur until the sec-
ond 5 years, which means we cannot
front-load a lot of that tax cut which a
lot of people want to do because of the
slowdown of economic times. We do not
have the money to do that.
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Secondly, if we take the Social Secu-

rity Trust Fund and the Medicare
Trust Fund out of that equation, and
hopefully we are going to have con-
sensus on that this year, that $5.6 tril-
lion is suddenly reduced to $2.6 trillion.
If we are starting with a premise of a $2
trillion-plus tax cut, that leaves very
little for all the other domestic policy
items which will be receiving atten-
tion, increasing defense spending, farm
relief again because the farmers are
suffering, the education investment
that many of us would like to see; but
also I think we are hopeful and hedging
our bets on whether or not the econ-
omy is going to continue to perform
and produce these surpluses that these
tax figures are being based upon right
now. So we face some challenges. I
think we have a lot of area of common
ground and some good common agree-
ment in which to start from.

There are going to be some conten-
tious issues. I think the RRR proposal
that we are introducing today is very
comparable, in fact, to what a lot of
moderate Republicans in Congress have
been advocating for some time as well.
I feel a political coalition can be
formed quite easily, as long as we deal
up front with some of the more conten-
tious issues and not allow that to bring
down what could be a very good edu-
cation year here in the United States
Congress.

I commend again my friend, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH),
for the hard work that he has put in
over the last couple of years in being
able to put an education proposal of
this nature together. There have been a
lot of people involved and hopefully
good things will emanate from it.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate all of the help
from the gentleman, and support and
work on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, now I would like to rec-
ognize the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MCCARTHY), also a member
of the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I stand here very proudly as a
cosponsor of the new Democratic Coali-
tion on supporting the RRRs. I sit on
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce and for the last 4 years we
certainly have been trying to bring to-
gether new initiatives on how we are
going to bring the best education to all
of our children, all of our children; and
the RRRs program is a program that
can work for all of our children across
this country.

Politicians are very good a lot of
times at saying, well, we are going to
do this, we are going to do this, we are
going to do this. I really hope this time
around that we are going to have an
educational policy that is going to be
there for our children.

Each and every one of us comes from
different districts. We all represent dif-
ferent parts of this country; but when
it comes down to education, the Amer-
ican people want us to do something.

The RRRs education program, as far as
I am concerned, will answer all of the
problems that we are having across
this Nation.

I want to just say a little thing on
the side. Thank goodness the majority
of our schools in this country are doing
well. Please let us not forget them. We
are talking about dealing with schools
that need extra help. I have a school in
my district, Roosevelt School District,
and they were taken over by the State
a couple of years ago and they are
struggling. This is why I am such a
strong opponent of having a voucher
system. If we start losing monies that
go into the Roosevelt School system,
what are we going to do with all the
other kids?
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We are going to leave so many chil-
dren behind. Vouchers sound wonder-
ful. They do sound wonderful. They are
not the answer. Federal dollars have to
go into our public schools.

A question that I certainly hope that
someone will be able to answer for me
from the administration is, if it gets
passed, and I am hoping that it does
not, but if the $1,500 voucher gets
passed, and a child takes that into
whatever school they go to, where is
the accountability for that $1,500? How
do we know that that child is getting
the education that they should be get-
ting? These are some of the questions
that we have to answer in the next sev-
eral months.

The bottom line is, the American
people want to have a good education.
When we talk about 7 percent of our
Federal dollars going into our schools,
if we really think about that, it is not
very much that goes back to our school
systems. But the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND) and I agree totally
on IDEA. Those are the schools, unfor-
tunately, that are getting hurt the
most, because it puts that much money
out to these children that learn dif-
ferently. That is all it is. They learn
differently. If the schools could be
freed up for the monies that they have
to spend to educate these children,
then school districts would have more
local control on educating those stu-
dents that are considered ‘‘normal.’’

Let me say something about that. We
have such an opportunity in the next
few months to do probably one of the
best things that we can do for this
country and for the future of this coun-
try, and that is passing an educational
program that is going to go to our
neediest children, which our program
does; it will go to the neediest children,
it will give those school districts the
head start that they need. We are
building on the future of America. We
are not only doing ourselves a favor,
we are doing this whole country a
favor.

So as we go forward in the months
ahead, I think the RRRs educational
proposal, which is something that has
been out here for a couple of years; this
is not new. We have been trying to

push this for a couple of years. Hope-
fully, we will see our program go
through, and then we will be doing the
right thing for the American children,
and we will be doing the right thing for
our country.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman. It
is now my pleasure to call on one of
our new colleagues, the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. DAVIS) who
worked in her State on educational
issues and now has the opportunity to
bring that knowledge to the Federal
level.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, it is my privilege to be an original
cosponsor of this bill, Improving Edu-
cation Through the RRRs. Increasing
the excellence of our children’s edu-
cation must be our national priority.

This approach to funding and focus-
ing on educational reform is a philo-
sophical framework for how to keep
our eyes on that goal.

First, it recognizes that a large in-
crease in funding for education is not
only critical and possible, but that
money must be directed where it is
most needed. Title I funds not only de-
serve the 50-percent increase called for,
but also are protected from nonpro-
gram uses. The bill requires account-
ability of the results of these pro-
grams.

Second, there is an emphasis on pro-
moting the recruitment and retention
of high-quality teachers and principals.
This is fundamental to improving
teaching, particularly in California
where less than half of the needed new
teachers are being trained in our uni-
versities. There are many successful
programs to recruit new teachers and
support them, and they deserve new
funding. In California, we have sup-
ported a very successful mentoring pro-
gram for teachers in their first 2 years.
Individuals who enter teaching as a
second career also need extensive men-
toring and training support when they
enter the classroom. These are costly
programs and need additional funding
which is included in this bill.

Retaining the best teachers is also
important. As a member of the Cali-
fornia legislature, I sponsored substan-
tial one-time awards for teachers who
have achieved National Board for Pro-
fessional Teaching Standards Certifi-
cation; and, as a result, the number of
candidates for this demanding program
which demonstrates excellence in the
classroom have doubled annually. This
is one example of the type of program
which would be eligible for funding
under this bill. It inspires excellence
and rewards the best professionals.
Public recognition of professionalism
is another way to improve retention of
our most valued teachers.

Targeting funding to recruitment of
mid-career teachers is also critical.
The new Troops to Teachers program
can be a model for the much larger
Transition to Teaching program called
for in this legislation.
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Third, as prudent stewards, we must

insist on accountability of the pro-
grams we fund. California has initiated
many of the types of accountability
called for under this proposal. As a re-
sult, I am keenly aware of the care
which must be taken in aligning our
testing with State and locally devel-
oped curricula and of moving toward
testing which evaluates many different
types of student performance. I look
forward to working on refining these
programs so that they also are effec-
tive.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that this bill
establishes the appropriate framework
for improving education, and I com-
mend it to my colleagues.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, we are joined by another
freshman Member, the gentleman from
California (Mr. SCHIFF), who has also
worked on education issues on the
State level and now is taking that ex-
pertise to the Federal level.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to join my colleagues in urging
support for the Public Education Rein-
vestment, Reinvention, and Responsi-
bility Act. This bill invests more in
education, $35 billion over 5 years, for
title I, for poor and disadvantaged com-
munities where many young people,
through no fault of their own, are get-
ting a poor education, and are failing
to meet their full potential because of
our failures. It provides more for char-
ter schools, for magnet schools and in-
novative public school choice pro-
grams, and also to help children unlock
the door of opportunity that is the
English language.

How do we make this investment?
Are we simply throwing good money
after bad? Are we spending more with-
out doing more? The answer is no. This
bill targets children who are most in
need. Seven percent of the public
school budget is provided via Federal
funding. Our solution is, therefore, a 7
percent solution; and it will only be ef-
fective if it is targeted and targeted to
those who are most in need. This bill
does that.

The bill also provides local schools
with greater flexibility to use local in-
novation to meet local needs. It does
this by consolidating a myriad of Fed-
eral programs into five national goals.
I introduced legislation not unlike this
in the State legislature in California.

It was very instructive as we pro-
ceeded with that bill, consolidating 30
categorical education programs into
one. Each of the special interests that
had grown up around that particular
categorical program came to oppose it.
It became very apparent to me, as I
think it has to many in this country,
that some of the educational programs,
albeit started for good reason and with
the best of intentions, have come to
exist and persist for themselves, not
for the benefit of the children they
were intended to teach, but to perpet-
uate the suppliers, the vendors, of
those materials of that approach, and
this has to end if we are going to

change public education for the better.
This proposal consolidates those pro-
grams, develops a system based on ac-
countability, not accountability sim-
ply that the money is spent for its in-
tended purpose, but rather account-
ability that says, we will give you
flexibility, you give us good results.

Under the current law, there is no ac-
countability. That has to change if we
are going to improve the quality of a
public school system. We have to de-
mand more of our teachers, of our par-
ents, of ourselves, and this bill goes a
long way to doing exactly that.

Why all the focus on education in the
last few years? We have a proud herit-
age in this country of public education.
It has always been the great equalizer
providing opportunity to the poorest
among us, tapping the human potential
of every child, and giving them a
chance to succeed, a chance to enjoy
the American dream. We are losing
that heritage to schools that underper-
form, with children who fail or drop
out or perhaps, saddest of all, who
graduate and cannot read, who get a di-
ploma and cannot write. Jefferson once
said that ‘‘A nation that expects to live
both ignorant and free expects what
never was and never will be.’’ Today’s
bill does honor to the father of public
education, and restores our commit-
ment to public education and civic edu-
cation.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the work of
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
SMITH), the gentleman from California
(Mr. DOOLEY), the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. ROEMER), and others; and I
urge the support of my colleagues.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I want to pick up on one of
the points that the gentleman from
California (Mr. SCHIFF) mentioned
about the accountability provisions
and how they are currently in the Fed-
eral law and what we would like to do
to change them to. Ironically, right
now, there is no accountability in
terms of the Federal money spent.
That means that the Federal Govern-
ment does not periodically do audits of
school districts, but when they go in,
what they look at is, did you spend the
money the way we told you to, and did
you fill out the paperwork that proves
that. The one thing that those Federal
audits do not care about is whether or
not the children are succeeding, wheth-
er or not the school is working. That is
a ridiculous situation, putting process
over results.

What we try to do here is we change
that. We will give them the flexibility
to spend the money to succeed, but we
are also going to keep track of whether
or not you are succeeding and if you
are not, we are going to figure out a
way to help all schools succeed. It is
much better than the paperwork ap-
proach used right now.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to a new Member
of Congress, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. LARSEN).

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Washington for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to address
one of the most pressing issues facing
the Nation and my district, and that is
education. Having just been elected to
Congress in November, I have spent
many months traveling across the sec-
ond district of Washington State meet-
ing with parents and teachers and local
school officials from Everett to Blaine,
from Concrete to Coupeville and up in
the San Juan Islands as well, and the
message from them is clear: they want
local control of education. Again and
again I hear that people are greatly
concerned about public education.
They are concerned about the quality
of education and preparing our kids
today to compete in the job market of
tomorrow. They want accountability.
If taxpayers support education, they
simply want their money to be spent
more wisely.

Today, therefore, I am pleased to be
an original cosponsor of the RRRs bill,
the Reinvestment, Reinvention, and
Responsibility Act of 2001. This bill is a
new approach to Federal education pol-
icy, one that refocuses our resources
and our resolve on raising academic
achievement. The RRRs streamlines
the more than 50 Federal education
programs into five performance-based
grants. It increases the Federal invest-
ment in education, but better targets
those funds. Most importantly, Mr.
Speaker, it increases the account-
ability for results with Federal tax dol-
lars, focusing these monies on our local
school district.

The approach of the RRRs plan that
we introduced today is simple: invest
in reform and insist on results. We
want to give States and local school
districts the resources that they need
to help every student learn at a high
level.

This bill, Mr. Speaker, does not pro-
mote vouchers, but the targeting of
Federal dollars to the communities
across this Nation and my district that
need them the most. In fact, I believe
that vouchers are the wrong answer to
the right question: What are we going
to do to improve our public schools?
The RRRs bill, in my opinion, is a key
step in improving our public schools.

In the new economy, it is a time to
take an approach to education in a new
way, so I join with my fellow Demo-
crats and colleagues in supporting the
RRRs legislation; and I look forward to
working in a bipartisan fashion here on
the floor of the House with Republicans
and with the administration in passing
the RRRs here in Congress.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, that concludes our presen-
tation. I am going to conclude with a
few remarks of my own, but I want to
thank my colleagues who joined me
here today to introduce our proposal
on Federal education policy, the RRRs
proposal that was introduced today as
a bill. I particularly want to thank the
new Democrats and the work that they
have done to forge this middle ground
on education, to stop the either/or par-
tisan rhetoric that has been going on
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and focus on something that will really
work and will give us the results that
we want.

We have a great challenge over the
course of the next few months. Our
President has made education his top
priority and that gives us a tremen-
dous opportunity to make some long-
needed changes in Federal education
policy. But the devil is always in the
details and the difficulty is not in talk-
ing about it, but in getting it done. So
I hope that we will work hard to make
sure that we get there and do what we
need to do on education.

We need to make an investment, but
in order to make that investment, we
need to show the taxpayers that they
are going to get results for their dol-
lars. That is sort of the battle I think
that has been going on in this country,
and a lot of skepticism about the abil-
ity of government to get anything
done. There are those who believe that
government should just sort of get out
of the way of everything, and we are
not going to change their minds. How-
ever, I think there is a larger group of
people out there who recognize that
particularly in an area like education,
government can have a real positive
impact on improving the quality of our
lives in this country.
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These taxpayers just want their mon-
ey’s worth. They do not want us to
simply say we are going to throw more
money at the problem. They want to
know that they are going to be ac-
countable for results that comes with
that money. If we can push the three
Rs bill that focuses on local control,
flexibility and results, I think we can
get the public support we need to spend
the dollars we need, but that is going
to be a real challenge.

It is a challenge as new Democrats
that we put down for the President to
work with us, certainly to get the ac-
countability and the results-oriented
focus. But once we have done that,
make the investment that is necessary
to get it done, I mean, I wish we could
improve the quality of education with-
out spending any more money on it,
that would make all of our lives more
easy. We would not have to find the
dollars and make the more choices
when you look at the crushing needs
out there, particularly in impoverished
communities, rural communities, some
urban communities, areas that do not
have the dollars to get the basics of
what they need, you know that they
need help in the resources department.

They need some money from the Fed-
eral Government to help meet the
needs of their children. And if the phi-
losophy is leave no child behind, you
better be prepared to step up to that
commitment.

We will give them the accountability
and the results, but let us make sure
that we go out there and make the in-
vestments necessary to educate our
population to the degree that they de-
serve.

I am joined by the person who has
done more work on this than anybody,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DOOLEY), the gentleman and I actually
introduced this bill last session of Con-
gress. It did not go anywhere then, but
it is moving now.

There is some change here and I
think we have a real opportunity to
move forward on that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. DOOLEY) to con-
clude our discussion today.

Mr. DOOLEY of California. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. SMITH) for yielding to
me, and I am just delighted to be here
in support of our three Rs proposal.

As Democrats, we recognize that we
have to make reforms in the way that
the Federal Government is partici-
pating as a partner with our local
school districts, and what we are doing
with this proposal is understanding
that it is incumbent upon us to invest
more in our public schools and invest-
ing those dollars in a way which we are
sure are going to benefit those students
that are facing the greatest challenges.

I represent a district in the central
valley of California. It is one of the
lowest income districts in the State.
There is a lot of farm worker families
that are struggling to make ends meet.

Our school districts are struggling fi-
nancially, and what this proposal will
ensure is that those children of farm
workers are not going to be left behind,
that the Federal Government is going
to be there in order to provide them
with the resources that those schools
need to ensure that they are going to
have the opportunity to excel academi-
cally.

But basically as a covenant that we
are creating here with our local school
districts, by providing these additional
dollars, we are going to be demanding
more. We are going to be demanding
that those schools be held accountable
for improving the academic perform-
ance of these students. We are going to
require that we see improvement on an
annual basis of these children and their
performance in their classes.

We also are convinced that while we
are providing these additional re-
sources, we are providing for greater
accountability that we have to have
confidence in our local school districts,
to do what they think is best in order
to provide for this quality academic
environment. Thus, we are giving those
school districts greater flexibility.

We have consolidated over 45 pro-
grams down into five revenue streams,
giving those school districts the ability
to develop those programs that are
going to meet some of their unique
challenges. So in return for that in-
vestment of additional dollars, in re-
turn for giving those school districts
greater flexibility, we are going to de-
mand the greater accountability, be-
cause we believe, as President Bush
does, that we cannot leave any child
behind.

We disagree with President Bush on a
number of his proposals, but where

there is a lot of in common, there are
some significant differences is that
with our proposal, when we have a
school that is not meeting the aca-
demic performance that we believe is
appropriate, is that we provide them
with additional resources, both in per-
sonnel and dollars initially to help see
improvement there. But if they con-
tinue to fail, we then provide for the
option of those school children to go
into other public schools.

We provide for public school choice.
We also allow that school district to
convert that school to a charter school
so they can try different and more in-
novative approaches to improving the
academic environment there.

President Bush takes a little bit dif-
ferent approach, and basically he would
abandon those schools after 3 years and
give that child a $1,500 voucher that
could be used at another public school
or a private school. Many of us think
that is a false promise, because a $1,500
voucher to a farm worker child in my
district that does not have a private
school option, or the private school op-
tion they have is much more expensive
than that, it is really a false promise.

We are hopeful as we move forward
here with this debate on education that
we can narrow or find the common
ground that is between President
Bush’s proposal and what we are offer-
ing today, because we think, we are not
that far apart, with the exception of
the utilization and embracement of
vouchers by President Bush. Our 3 R’s
proposal is one which I am convinced
will provide the flexibility and re-
sources that our local schools need,
will ensure that our children will have
a higher quality education, and will en-
sure that those children that are in
some of the most struggling economic
areas of our country will have the re-
sources that they need to ensure that
they will have the academic opportuni-
ties that are going to be so important
in terms of their future success.

Mr. Speaker, I say to the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. SMITH), I really
appreciate all the work the gentleman
has done there and all the cosponsors
of this legislation.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. DOOLEY), who is the
prime sponsor actually of the 3 R’s pro-
posal.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to thank all
of my colleagues once again for their
broad support. I think we have the op-
portunity in the next several months
to make some very positive changes in
Federal education policy, and I think
this bill is an excellent place to start.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to work-
ing on that with all of my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle.
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A FIRST-HAND LOOK AT AFRICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) is
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recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I take this
time today to report on my recent
eight-day, six-country trip to Africa
where I visited the Congo, Rwanda, Bu-
rundi, Uganda, Sudan and Kenya. I left
Washington on January 6 and returned
January 14.

I have closely followed events in Af-
rica since being elected to Congress.
My first trip to the continent was in
1984 when I went to Ethiopia to witness
the heartbreaking famine which re-
sulted in the death of hundreds of thou-
sands of women and children.

Mr. Speaker, I also have been to Al-
geria, Benin, Egypt, Guinea, Ivory
Coast, Sierra Leone and Somalia.

Let me begin by saying that there is
far too much suffering going on in Afri-
ca. Pain and suffering are a constant.
Too many children are dying of starva-
tion, disease, war, and AIDS.

70 percent of the world’s AIDS cases
are in Africa, where more than 16,000
people a day are infected by the virus.
More than 2 million Africans died of
AIDS in the year 2000.

The raging civil wars in both the
Congo and Sudan are taking a tremen-
dous toll on human life. More than 4
million, more than 4 million combined
have died as a result of the two wars in
the Congo and Sudan and millions have
been displaced.

My trip started in Kinshasa, the cap-
itol of Congo. I visited Congo to help
better understand the cause of a raging
Civil War that has resulted in more
than 1.7 million deaths since 1988, ac-
cording to the International Rescue
Committee, and to explore what, if
any, role the United States may be
able to play in bringing an end to the
conflict.

Mr. Speaker, I was there less than a
week before Congolese President
Laurent Kabila was assassinated. We
met with him on January 8 in the Pres-
idential palace. From Kinshasa, I trav-
eled by plane 1,000 miles to what is
called the Great Lakes Region in east-
ern Congo and spent a day in the town
of Goma and a day in the town of
Bukavu.

I met with the rebel leadership, wom-
en’s groups, clergy, average Congolese
citizens and representatives of a num-
ber of nongovernmental organizations.

I also met with the American mis-
sionaries. And I might say. Few of the
people that we spoke with support the
rebel leadership in this part of the
Congo.

Life is not easy for the average Con-
golese. There are few schools or hos-
pitals and little potable water. Chil-
dren go hungry. Women live in fear. I
heard horrific stories and tales of rape
and abuse by different armed forces
and soldiers who come into one village,
take the food, rape the women, do dif-
ferent things. Three days later a dif-
ferent group comes in. So life for the
average person, particularly women
and children, is very, very grim.

Soldiers are everywhere; most are
young boys or men carrying automatic
weapons.

I visited Rwanda to learn more about
the reconciliation process the country
is going through following a genocide
of more than 800,000 ethnic Tutsis in
1994. My trip to Burundi followed for
similar reasons.

From 1993 to the year 2000, violence
between Hutu and Tutsi ethnic factions
in Burundi has left more than 250,000
people dead and created hundreds of
thousands refugees. In Rwanda, the
first place we visited was Murambi
Technical School, which is now a geno-
cide site.

The world seems to forget, but over
the course of 100 days, in the spring of
1994, more than 800,000 Tutsis and mod-
erate Hutus were systematically mur-
dered in Rwanda as part of ethnic geno-
cide. Some 50,000 people were slaugh-
tered in the villages near the Murambi
Technical School that we visited.

Contorted skeletons now rest on
wooden tables in 18 of the school’s
classrooms. Some are missing limbs.
Others have arms over their heads, as
if trying to protect themselves from
their killers.

One room was filled with just skulls,
and they were hacked to death with
machetes and most skulls are frag-
mented from being smashed.

In Kigali, the capitol of Rwanda, I
met with President Paul Kagame,
members of the Parliament and NGOs.
Rwanda needs to pull its troops out of
the Congo as do the other countries
that have troops in Congo.

Having said that, I do understand the
security concerns that the Rwandans
have, particularly with what took
place with regards to the genocide, but
some now appear to have other mo-
tives.

They have fought, at least the
Rwandans and the Ugandans, have
fought at least three times over dia-
monds and other minerals near the
town of Kisangani. And Kisangani is
far from the border where they are
threatened by EXFAR and
Interahamwe.

I next visited Burundi primarily to
speak at a prayer breakfast attended
by Hutus and Tutsis. Like Rwanda, Bu-
rundi has experienced ethnic violence
between the Hutus and Tutsis, and
more than 250,000 people have been
killed over the last decade.

I also met with President Pierre
Buyoya and members of the Par-
liament and, frankly, was very im-
pressed with the efforts of reconcili-
ation taking place both in Rwanda and
also in Burundi.

The last leg of my trip took us to
Sudan, my fourth visit there in 11
years. Over the past two decades, a
Civil War pitting the Khartoum gov-
ernment against the black Christians
and others in the southern half of the
country has cost more than 2 million
lives in war and famine-related deaths,
and millions more have been displaced.

So in the last 17 years, over 2 million
people, most black Christians and
animists have died as a result of the
Khartoum government in the North

and with irreverence against those in
the South. Regrettably, the situation
in Sudan is no better today than in
1989, the first time I traveled to the
war-torn region.

The Khartoum regime continues to
persecute members of different reli-
gious minorities, Christians, Muslim
and animist, under the auspices of
what they call the Sharia law.

Since 1983, the government of Sudan
has been waging a brutal war against
factions in the South who are fighting
for self determination and religious
freedom. The Committee on Conscience
of the United States Holocaust Memo-
rial Museum has issued a genocide
warning for Sudan. It is important for
the people in the West to know if the
Holocaust Museum believes it is that
significant, then those of us in Con-
gress and in the administration should
also take note of the genocide warning
issued with regard to Sudan.

Earlier, Mr. Speaker, today in the
House, during the debate on the resolu-
tion on the day of remembrance for the
victims of the Holocaust, we took time
to speak out to remind the people of
genocide that took place less than six
decades ago. We need to remember. We
need to speak out. Our voices should be
raised today about the genocide taking
place in Sudan.

Mr. Speaker, I visited the southern
town of Yei where the Khartoum gov-
ernment last November committed one
of the most heinous acts of violence in
the war, bombing a busy marketplace
in the middle of the afternoon. Nine-
teen people were killed. Fifty-two were
injured, 14 bombs were rolled out of the
back of a Soviet-made Antonov bomber
on November 20, the year 2000. No one
was spared, women, children, young
and old.

I also saw a video that was given to
me by an NGO when we were there
taken of the bombing. The market-
place was packed. People had nowhere
to hide. Some of those killed had their
limbs blown off. Women and children
were screaming as they witnessed the
carnage. The photograph here shows
one of the victims, one of the 19 vic-
tims of the bombing.

Now, this is a civilian village. It is
not a military target, and yet the
Khartoum government of Sudan sends
bombers over to bomb innocent women
and children in the villages.
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Now, if you look at the definition of

genocide that is recognized, clearly
what is taking place in the Holocaust
Museum is accurate: genocide in
Southern Sudan, and here is an exam-
ple. Yei is hundreds of miles from the
front lines. It is not a military target,
but on a daily basis a high-altitude
Antonov bomber passes over the town.
People are terrified by the bombing
runs. You can see it in their eyes. You
can hear it in their voices. Ask anyone
what concerns them most and the re-
frain is ‘‘the Antonov bomber.’’

No one knows where the bombs are
being dropped because the plane is



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH146 January 31, 2001
sometimes beyond eyesight. Some-
times the planes fly overhead to play
mind games with the residents of the
town. Sometimes bombs randomly fall
from the sky. They have hit churches,
homes, hospitals, and sometimes the
bombs are 55-gallon oil drums packed
with dynamite and nails. The planes
fly morning, noon, and night. An
Antonov bomber flew over the town on
January 13, the last morning I was in
Yei. Panic set in. Psychological war-
fare is taking its toll. People are afraid
to build houses or raise crops when
they could be destroyed. Peddlers have
dug foxholes in the marketplace so
they can climb into the hole if a plane
flies over, and they pray that the
bombs fall somewhere else. We also saw
a bomb shelter outside the hospital;
people from the hospital went into the
bomb shelter and then it was hit and
people died. The bombing runs have be-
come a major obstacle to daily life in
Yei and throughout Southern Sudan.

Last year nearly 100 innocent Suda-
nese were killed in bombings according
to figures compiled by several NGOs in
Southern Sudan. Bombs hit relief agen-
cy compounds and convoys, and getting
food and supplies through Southern
Sudan is difficult enough because of
the deplorable conditions of the roads.
It took us nearly 4 hours to travel from
the border of Uganda to Yei. The ac-
tions of the Khartoum Government
cannot and should not be tolerated any
longer. It is a brutal, repressive re-
gime. Government-sponsored militias
torch houses and food supplies, and
rape and murder with impunity. Civil-
ian food production and supply lines
are attacked, livestock is destroyed,
and international relief is obstructed.
In 1998 this strategy caused a famine in
Southern Sudan that endangered mil-
lions and killed tens of thousands.

Then there is the slavery issue. There
is slavery in Sudan that we now know
for a fact. Slave traders from the north
sweep down in the villages and kidnap
women and children and sell them for
domestic servants or concubines. This
is real-life chattel slavery in the 21st
century in January and February of
this year.

There is also the issue of oil. In 1999
the Khartoum Government began earn-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars from
oil exports. The hard currency that
they are earning from these oil exports
are now enabling them to buy new
weapons. They are buying Soviet Hind
helicopters, and they are killing peo-
ple. So as they take the money, the oil
from the revenue, which has now been
listed on the stock exchange, the more
money they get, the more helicopters
they buy, the more weapons they buy,
the more tanks they buy, the more
people they kill. So the death rate will
be increasing in Khartoum as the oil
revenues increase for the Khartoum
Government because they are using the
hard currency to finance the weapons
in the war to kill women and children.

The Khartoum Government has dou-
bled its spending on arms since it

began exporting oil; and as I said, more
people are going to die with the addi-
tional weapons that are being pur-
chased.

From my observations on this trip,
we have several recommendations for
the new administration. On the general
issue of Africa, I would recommend
that the new Bush administration
move quickly to show an interest in
Africa. A Presidential task force could
be created to study Africa which could
be made up of experts both in and out
of government who have an expertise
and interest and a sense of caring with
regard to what is taking place in Afri-
ca, particularly with regard to women
and children.

The panel should make a top-to-bot-
tom review of what policy the United
States should take toward Africa, par-
ticularly sub-Saharan Africa. It should
be charged with offering practical and
strategic insight into the promotion of
democracy, the prevention and spread
of AIDS. Everywhere we went, the
issue of AIDS came up over and over;
in dealing with other diseases and eco-
nomic development and trade and edu-
cation and human rights and religious
freedom and other aspects of improving
life such as eliminating hunger for the
average person in Africa. The panel
should submit a country-by-country
analysis as well as a regional analysis
about the problems and challenges on
what the United States should be doing
with regard to Africa. There are many
people in our government in the State
Department and other agencies who
have deep personal knowledge of Afri-
ca, and if they could be joined by some
in academia and others to do this on a
fast-track basis so we now know what
the policy should be, how we deal coun-
try by country and region by region
and problem by problem.

Debt relief also must be addressed.
Today I introduced the Responsible
Debt Relief and Democracy Reform
Act, legislation that will provide in-
centives to countries to institute
democratic reforms and basic struc-
tures of civil society in order to receive
debt relief. The problem is that it is
the poorest people in the world and the
poorest countries who suffer as a result
of the government debt.

Now, this has to be done in a way
that as we forgive debt, they, an indi-
vidual country, does things like bring
about democracy, transparency, free-
dom of the press, freedom of move-
ment; and this has to be done in a way
that does not line the pockets of the
dictators and the corrupt.

Regarding the area of central Africa
with the assassination of Congolese
President Kabila on January 16, the
situation in Central Africa is more
complicated than ever. Kabila’s son,
Joseph, has been tapped the successor;
but it is unclear how all of the Congo’s
rivals will react. Nevertheless, the
United States needs to send a clear and
early signal that it cares about the fate
of Congo because I think we may have
ignored it too long. And when you lis-

ten to what the new president, Joseph
Kabila, says, he appears to be open and
here is the opportunity. I said earlier
that 1.7 million people in the Congo
have died. There are millions more who
are in the bush in a third of the Congo
that cannot even be reached who may
be dying on a daily basis and no food,
and so there are many more that we
cannot even get into the region to find
out how bad life is for them.

I also recommend that all foreign ar-
mies be publicly pressured to leave the
Congo. In addition, something must be
done to disarm and demobilize and re-
settle the former Rwandan Army and
militia forces and the rebel factions
warring in the Congo. When we ask the
Rwandan Government to pull its sol-
diers out, we also have to have some
mechanism whereby the Rwandans are
comfortable that their border will be
protected and those who did the mass
genocide cannot come back in and do
those things again. There are ways of
doing it with balance.

The United Nations should put to-
gether an assessment team to develop a
strategy for withdrawal. The United
States must forcefully speak out and
act creatively on this issue. Our failure
to speak out during the genocide in
Rwanda in 1994 was wrong. The failure
of the United States and the failure of
the West not to speak out on the issue
of genocide in 1994 was wrong and will
go down as a dark day as historians
look back on that period. We should
not now remain silent on the issue of
foreign troops because nearly 2 million
people have already died in the Congo
over the last few years and that num-
ber should not be allowed to continue
to multiply.

Regarding Sudan, I believe there
should be a major effort on the part of
the United States, the United Nations
and the European Union to bring an
end to the war in Sudan and peace with
justice. Peace with justice has to be a
priority of the Bush administration.
Sudan is a litmus test; and as history
looks back for those who care about
human rights, about civil rights, and
about religious persecution and about
hunger, it should be viewed in terms of
this decade’s South Africa. The same
amount of time and energy and re-
sources should be put into ending the
war in Sudan that was put into bring-
ing democracy and freedom to South
Africa.

I recommend that a full-time high-
profile envoy be appointed by President
Bush to help bring peace to Sudan.
This must be a person of national stat-
ure such as former Secretary of State
Jim Baker or former U.N. Ambassador
Richard Holbrooke.

When President Clinton appointed
former Senator Mitchell of Maine to be
the special envoy for Ireland, everyone
knew that Mitchell had President Clin-
ton’s ear. Any time Mitchell wanted
Clinton to make a telephone call, he
was able to get it done; and former
Senator Mitchell should be commended
for the outstanding job he did in bring-
ing peace to Northern Ireland.
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When Tony Lake was working on the

Ethiopian-Eritrean war, he was the
special envoy, and when he needed
something done, he was able to get
President Clinton to do it. The envoy
must be someone that the President
and the Secretary of State have con-
fidence in and has a real interest in
seeing the conflict in Sudan resolved.
The envoy also must have the Presi-
dent’s ear. Clearly the envoy concept
with somebody like Senator Mitchell
worked in Ireland and I believe can
work and will work in Sudan.

Not to try it would be in essence sen-
tencing the women and children in the
south and the villages to continual
death. One young man I spoke to said,
I was born in this war and I am afraid
I will die in this war. This is an oppor-
tunity for the new administration to
really bring about peace and dem-
onstrate that we can make a big, big
difference. I also recommend that our
allies in the region be pressured, be
urged to be encouraged to become more
engaged.

Egypt. Egypt, for example, has tre-
mendous influence over the Khartoum
regime. The United States Govern-
ment, the American taxpayer, every-
one out there, should know that we
have given over $45 billion in foreign
aid to Egypt since the Camp David Ac-
cords were signed in 1978. Over $45 bil-
lion. We should use this leverage.
Egypt should not be sitting by on the
sidelines when this war is raging in
Sudan where there are over 2.2 million
people killed, where there is slavery,
where there is terrorism problems.
Many terrorist groups who operate in
the Middle East have training camps
and operate around Khartoum.

Where the problem of hunger is grow-
ing, Egypt and other friendly countries
like that who are friends of the United
States should be urged to be engaged
and be involved to help bring about the
peace, as should our allies in Europe.
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I also believe it is important for the
United States to support systems of
local governance and sustenance in
southern Sudan. Operation Lifeline of
Sudan, which has cost billions, is sub-
ject to the control of the government
of Sudan and it is manipulated by the
Khartoum government to suit its ob-
jectives. The government claims that
its territorial integrity is violated by
foreign NGOs in the south trying to
help the people it claims as citizens.
And until the fighting actually ends
and there is peace, the United States
should strongly support the Sudanese
People’s Liberation Movement.

In conclusion, from what I saw on the
trip, I believe the Bush administration
and the Congress, working together,
have a unique opportunity to make a
real difference in Africa and in Sudan,
and now is the time to seize it.

I was pleased to learn that the Afri-
can bureau was the first section area
our new Secretary of State Colin Pow-
ell visited at the State Department.

That is a small step, but it was an ex-
tremely positive one. I am also pleased
that Secretary Powell addressed Africa
during his confirmation hearings.

Africa and the world is watching. We
can provide hope and opportunity to
these people who have suffered so
much, particularly in southern Sudan
and in central Africa. The figures are
hard to comprehend, but more than 4
million people, more than 4 million, a
population larger than some of our
largest cities, have died in Sudan and
in the Congo. Four million. The num-
ber is staggering and the number is in-
creasing. With more weapons being
purchased, it is increasing more. With
more child soldiers running rampant
through the Congo and Sudan it is in-
creasing more.

We cannot, we in the Congress and
those in the Bush administration, can-
not allow the suffering to continue
without trying, without making an ef-
fort. The Bush administration has a
unique opportunity to make a dif-
ference in Africa.

Throughout my trip, the constant re-
frain I heard was that the United
States just needed to show that it
cared. No one, no one asked for Amer-
ican troops to be deployed. No one
needs, supports, believes that Amer-
ican soldiers have to be involved in any
way. They just want America to use its
efforts, and they want America to send
a signal that it will begin to focus on
the plight of Africa before another gen-
eration of young people is lost to civil
war, famine, disease, and AIDS.

America has a rich history of reach-
ing out to bring peace and stability and
reconciliation to communities around
the world. We have made a difference
in northern Ireland, we have made a
difference in Eastern Europe, we have
made a difference in so many places.
We are attempting to bring peace to
the Middle East. It is now time to focus
on Africa, to focus on the Congo and to
focus on the Sudan to end the killing.
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IN OPPOSITION TO CONFIRMATION
OF SENATOR ASHCROFT FOR AT-
TORNEY GENERAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2001, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it
gives me, I want to say great pleasure;
but I do not know if it is great pleasure
that I have as I stand here this after-
noon. I stand here and hope to be
joined by a number of my colleagues in
opposition to the confirmation of Sen-
ator John Ashcroft for Attorney Gen-
eral. This special order today will be
dedicated to opposing that confirma-
tion.

In the wake of the election calamity
in Florida, we find ourselves forced
into yet another battle to defend the
tenets of our Constitution, equal pro-
tection and fairness for all. This unfor-
tunate situation arises only a few

weeks after the President-elect prom-
ised to be a uniter, not a divider; to be
the President of all Americans, not
just the minority who voted for him.
Sadly, the nomination of John
Ashcroft to be this Nation’s Attorney
General makes those words ring hol-
low.

If President Bush truly wishes to
unite this country, his selection of
John Ashcroft is a puzzling one. If, on
the other hand, his goal is to appease a
small minority of Americans who view
the principles of equal protection and
fairness for all Americans with disdain,
he could find no better candidate for
Attorney General than John Ashcroft.

The Ashcroft nomination does noth-
ing to move this country towards
much-needed healing. In fact, Senator
Ashcroft has openly rejected those
members of his own party who speak of
conciliation and compromise and has
fanatically urged the encroachment of
conservatism. Senator Ashcroft’s pub-
lic record exhibits an open hostility to
the very laws and policies that protect
the civil rights of all individuals in our
society. More importantly, Senator
Ashcroft has revealed a troubling lack
of integrity in his attempts to use the
power entrusted to him by Missouri
voters to force his personal agenda into
public policy and law by whatever
means necessary, including personal
attacks and distortions of truth.

Sadly, he has extended his proclivity
for mischaracterization into his Senate
confirmation hearings, where he bla-
tantly distorted his own record and
history in hopes of convincing this
Senate that the partisan zealot we
have come to know has become a ra-
tional, fair, public servant. We should
not be fooled.

There are a number of reasons to op-
pose Senator Ashcroft, but his appall-
ing record on civil rights alone makes
him unqualified for this job. No one
would entrust their home to a care-
taker who has made repeated attempts
to burn it to the ground. Similarly, it
makes no sense to place our civil rights
laws in the hands of a man who has
shown an outright hostility to the very
notion of civil rights for all.

For example, Senator Ashcroft voted
against the Hate Crimes Prevention
Act and opposes any form of affirma-
tive action. He eagerly accepted an
honorary degree from Bob Jones Uni-
versity, vigorously opposed the gath-
ering of racial profiling statistics, and
aggressively fought school desegrega-
tion ordered by the Federal courts in
Missouri. Senator Ashcroft also praised
Southern Partisan Magazine, which
has been called neosegregationist, and
called Confederate soldiers patriots.

Many of Senator Ashcroft’s sup-
porters, in an attempt to sweep this
abysmal record under the rug, insist
that he should be judged not on his ve-
racity and record but solely on his
character. However, even if we were to
disregard this other extensive evidence
of his unfitness and limit our decision
to his character, he badly fails the test
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as well. For example, in the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary earlier
this month, Mr. Ashcroft repeatedly
and blatantly misrepresented or evaded
the facts of his own record. He wants
this job so badly that he is willing to
misstate the truth in order to obtain
it.

Senator Ashcroft’s willingness to jet-
tison honesty and integrity to achieve
his political ends is nothing new. As a
member of the Senate Committee on
the Judiciary, he was well known for
viciously attacking candidates whose
political views did not agree with his
extremist ideas. He opposed the con-
firmation of two highly qualified attor-
neys, Marsha Berzon and Richard Paez
to the Federal Courts of Appeals. The
most recent offense was his dishonest
and cynical campaign against a Fed-
eral judicial nomination of a highly
qualified African-American Supreme
Court Judge, Ronnie White. He dem-
onstrated a disturbing lack of integrity
by distorting the truth and misleading
the press and his colleagues in the Sen-
ate in order to sabotage White’s nomi-
nation to a Federal District Court.

His history and past behavior of
twisting facts and law to conform to
his own narrow political views further
reveals his unfitness to serve as this
country’s top law enforcement official.
My legal experience as a judge and
prosecutor taught me that the law is
often not clearly defined and in such
cases must be interpreted by the per-
son enforcing it. That is why I am so
concerned about Senator Ashcroft’s
nomination. He said over and over
again, in the Senate confirmation hear-
ings, that he would be willing to en-
force the law when the law was clear
and convincing. What I am worried
about is what happens when the law is
not clear and convincing.

As the Attorney General, Senator
Ashcroft would be vested with signifi-
cant discretion, having oversight over
U.S. attorneys throughout these
United States. And throughout these
United States, they are required to fol-
low the policy of the Attorney General.
Let me just give an example. When
Janet Reno served as Attorney Gen-
eral, one of the programs she had in
place was Trigger Lock. The purpose of
Trigger Lock was to enforce certain
penalties against those who carried
guns. This was a policy that passed
throughout the United States.

What I worry about is, should Sen-
ator Ashcroft become the Attorney
General, what policies he will put in
place that will pass throughout the
country. What policies will he put in
place that might inhibit someone be-
cause of their sexual preference; that
might inhibit someone because of their
religion; that might inhibit someone
because of their race; that might in-
hibit someone as a result of their
choice to speak on a particular issue.

Now, when the law is clear, perhaps
he will follow the law because he
knows a billion people will be watching
him. But all prosecutors, all attorneys

general are permitted to make deci-
sions that will never see the light of
day, and those decisions are the ones
we are concerned about, where he is
vested with discretion, based on his
past experience and his past service as
not only a governor, as an Attorney
General, but also as a Senator. That is
why we are worried. Based on his ex-
tensive record, I have no confidence
that Mr. Ashcroft is capable of inter-
preting our Nation’s laws in a way that
furthers the best interests of the Amer-
ican people rather than his own ide-
ology.

The Attorney General must have the
trust of the American people. Clearly,
he does not. Recently, an unprece-
dented nationwide campaign of coali-
tions, representing over 200 national
organizations, launched the Stop
Ashcroft Crusade. Not surprisingly,
many of Mr. Ashcroft’s supporters have
attempted to vilify this coalition by
incorrectly characterizing it as an as-
sembly of marginal left-leaning inter-
est groups. However, this coalition rep-
resents a broad base of American citi-
zens and wide-ranging mainstream
issues, including civil and human
rights, the environment, women’s
rights and choice, gun control, work-
place concerns and religious freedom,
and cannot be dismissed so cavalierly.
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The depth and breadth of opposition

to Mr. Ashcroft is best exemplified by
those who know him best, his own con-
stituency in his home State of Mis-
souri, who overwhelmingly voted for a
deceased candidate rather than endure
another 6 years with him as senator.

The grim truth is that the record of
Senator Ashcroft is not only anti-eth-
ical to the necessary virtues of an ef-
fective U.S. Attorney General, it also
demonstrates values and belief in di-
rect conflict with the purported philos-
ophy of President Bush.

Mr. Ashcroft is a divider, not a
uniter, and by President Bush’s own
definition, is unqualified to serve as
this Nation’s Attorney General. For
this reason, I pray that my colleagues
in the Senate will show a commitment
to true bipartisanship and show a com-
mitment to the people of these United
States and politely and firmly show
Mr. Ashcroft the door.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). If the gentlewoman will suspend,
the Chair would gently remind all
Members not to characterize or advise
the other body on their decision, under
the tradition of comity.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Would the
Speaker repeat that for me, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would urge all Members not to
advise the other body as to how they
should vote under the rule seeking to
establish comity and continued co-
operation with the other body.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, at
this time I yield to my colleague the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman for yielding to
me and I want to thank her for her
leadership in bringing this special
order to the floor on this special day
when Mr. Ashcroft is indeed before the
Senate and in the nomination that the
President has put.

I want to speak to the standard that
should be used in deciding whether a
nominee for Attorney General should
be approved. I think it is only fair to
use the same standard that Mr.
Ashcroft used, because I believe if we
use that standard, then it would be
necessary to follow him in voting
against a presidential choice.

This is what Mr. Ashcroft himself
said. I am quoting from the transcript
of proceedings in the nomination of
Bill Lan Lee for Assistant Attorney
General of the United States, and here
is what Mr. Ashcroft himself said: ‘‘He
has, obviously, the incredibly strong
capacities to be an advocate, but I
think his pursuit of specific objectives
that are important to him limit his ca-
pacity to have the balanced view of
making the judgments that will be nec-
essary for the person who runs that di-
vision.’’

If this is the standard, Mr. Speaker,
if the standard set by Mr. Ashcroft is
to be followed, incredibly strong capac-
ities to be an advocate, this is the man
with the strongest capacity to be an
advocate on the issues he espouses, the
issues that are at issue in the United
States Senate, then you need some-
body, he says, with a more balanced
view. Or again, reading from Mr.
Ashcroft’s own words again in the Bill
Lan Lee proceedings: ‘‘I don’t think
that this is an issue that really is an
issue about the appointments of the
President. I think this is an issue
about the job that should be filled.’’

So Mr. Ashcroft wants us to look at
the job that should be filled. So I want
to look at the job that should be filled.
The job that would be filled is Attor-
ney General of the United States. To
fill that job, one has, it seems to me, to
meet not only substantive standards
such as qualifications, but the appear-
ance to be able to do fairness. After all,
they are the chief prosecutor and they
have got to somehow create the ap-
pearance that, in choosing who to pros-
ecute, in choosing what to pursue, they
have done so on a fair basis.

In other words, all of the talk about
Mr. Ashcroft’s qualifications as a law-
yer I concede. Because being Attorney
General of the United States is not
only about whether they can do it, but
whether they give the apparent appear-
ance of fairness in doing it.

Or, as Mr. Ashcroft said, this is an
issue about the job to be filled. The job
to be filled here is not simply just the
kind of job that my students at
Georgetown University Law School,
when they go to a law firm, have to
fill. That is how they qualify to go to
a job when they are among the best
and brightest students, as they are, in
the country. To be Attorney General of
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the United States, there is another
very important ingredient, and that is,
can they be fair in doing it and have
they led their life so that people will
believe that they are being fair in
doing it.

I believe it is not appropriate to op-
pose a nominee because one disagrees
with him. If that were the case, then I
would have to oppose any senator prob-
ably in the United States Senate who
was up for Attorney General.

The reason that I think it fair to op-
pose Mr. Ashcroft is that he is on the
fringes of advocacy on issues that are
central to his jurisdiction as Attorney
General of the United States, he is on
the fringes of advocacy of civil rights,
he is on the fringes of advocacy of the
rights of gays, he is on the fringes of
advocacy of the rights of women to re-
productive freedom.

It is not that we oppose him. It is
that he has set himself so far on the
edge of advocacy that he has created
doubts and serious doubts about his
ability to fill the position for which he
has been nominated, and that is the
standard he has set and that is the
standard that the Senate itself says
should be set.

It is that standard that Mr. Ashcroft
has not met. He has not met that
standard when it came to the way he
opposed a voluntary plan for integra-
tion in a State that had a long history
of segregation. He has not followed
that standard when it came to the way
he opposed reproductive freedom for
women, going well beyond the standard
that we use even in this House when
wanting to bar, outlaw the procedure
altogether under any and all cir-
cumstances.

What woman can be for that? Well, I
tell you this much. Most women in the
United States oppose that. He has not
met that standard when it comes to his
fairness in judging the qualifications of
others, such as Judge Ronnie White.

Having not met that standard, the
standard he himself set, I do not see
how others should be called upon to
hold him to a lesser standard. I think
this is an issue about the job, as Sen-
ator Ashcroft said when judging wheth-
er Bill Lan Lee should become Assist-
ant Attorney General for civil rights. I
think this is about the job even more
so because this is about the job of At-
torney General of the United States.

On that score, I can say, having
looked to the standard he set, the
standard that I believe is being used in
the Senate of the United States as I
speak, that John Ashcroft does not
meet the qualifications to be Attorney
General of the United States.

I thank the gentlewoman for yielding
me this time.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, at
this time I yield 5 minutes to my col-
league, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. CLAY).

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to join
my colleagues in the Congressional
Black Caucus today to voice my deep
concerns regarding the nomination of

John Ashcroft for Attorney General of
the United States.

I want to also commend my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Mrs. JONES) for her leadership with
the CBC Task Force on this nomina-
tion and for scheduling this special
order.

Mr. Speaker, our Constitution states
that the President has the right to
nominate individuals whom he chooses
to be in his cabinet. Likewise, the Sen-
ate has the right and duty to advise
and consent on those nominations as it
sees fit.

But I am a congressman from Mis-
souri, a place known as the ‘‘show me’’
State, and I am not easily convinced. I
will wait to see which John Ashcroft
shows up as Attorney General, the
John Ashcroft who appeared at the
confirmation hearing, or the one who I
served with in Missouri State govern-
ment. Because those are two very dif-
ferent men.

Evidently, former Senator Ashcroft
has had a sudden epiphany, one which
miraculously coincided with his con-
firmation hearing. He has apparently
undergone a great conversion on a wide
range of issues that he has consistently
opposed in the past, issues such as civil
rights, school desegregation, voting
rights, reproductive choice, and equal
protection for all Americans, including
those of a different sexual orientation.

But the John Ashcroft that I served
with when he was Missouri attorney
general and governor was not at the
confirmation hearing we witnessed.

I know what John Ashcroft’s real
record as a public servant has been be-
cause I was there. His public record
shows a pattern of extremism that has
deprived many children of a quality
education. He squandered millions of
tax dollars and harmed our State by
using racially divisive political tactics.

But for now, I will take Senator
Ashcroft at his word that as U.S. At-
torney General, he will enforce all Fed-
eral laws vigorously, regardless of his
personal views and past record.

I hope that both President Bush and
former Senator Ashcroft are sincere in
their intent to use the law as a healing
force in this country. And to dem-
onstrate that sincerity, I challenge the
President and Senator Ashcroft to put
their words into action by renomi-
nating Justice Ronnie White to the
Federal bench.

Americans are still divided following
a bitter election, and this current nom-
ination process has deepened the divi-
sions across our country. Renomi-
nating Justice White would provide a
powerful act of healing. It would show
the American people that the new ad-
ministration is serious about bringing
our Nation together.

I urge the President to take advan-
tage of this unique opportunity and
demonstrate the compassion he so fre-
quently refers to. And I hope that
former Senator Ashcroft will encour-
age him to do so.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Mrs. JONES) for her leadership in her
efforts to inform the public with re-
gards to the facts as to why so many of
us are opposed to the appointment of
Senator John Ashcroft as Attorney
General of the United States.

The Attorney General heads this Na-
tion’s Department of Justice. Extrem-
ist views, which Mr. Ashcroft has dem-
onstrated over and over again, will not
serve the cause of justice.

It has been said that extremism in
defense of liberties is no vice. Well,
what about extremism which comes at
the expense of liberty?

I believe that the appointment of Mr.
Ashcroft really does threaten the lib-
erty of women across this country to
make fundamental decisions about
their health and their reproductive
lives. For at least three times, for ex-
ample, he stood on the floor of the Sen-
ate to vote against a woman’s right to
choose, even in the case of rape, incest,
or even major injury to the woman.

This is, after all, a man who not only
opposes abortion, he has supported leg-
islation that would outlaw many forms
of birth control.

b 1500
We cannot go back to the days when

government controlled such essential
personal decisions.

We cannot have an Attorney General
who so strongly opposes the law of the
land which upholds a woman’s right to
choose. I believe that the appointment
of Mr. Ashcroft threatens the liberty of
minorities across this country.

In his quest for reelection, Mr.
Ashcroft besmirched the reputation of
a respected African American judge in
order to win political points. He has
pointed to the old confederacy for his
heroes. We cannot go back to those
days, either.

I believe that the appointment of Mr.
Ashcroft endangers the rights of Amer-
icans who face discrimination on the
basis of sexual orientation. He opposed
and sought to block the appointment of
Ambassador Hormel, an openly gay and
highly qualified nominee, while refus-
ing to even meet with him. He has not
only openly opposed gay rights in em-
ployment, he has reportedly trampled
them himself in his own interviewing
tactics. Once again, we cannot go back
there. We have come too far.

President Bush has promised us bi-
partisan cooperation. Yet he has nomi-
nated as our Nation’s chief law enforce-
ment officer a man who publicly de-
nounced members of his own party who
champion conciliation or counsel com-
promise. This is a man who has really
built a career on extremism, not on
justice. As such, I urge my colleagues
in the Senate to stand up in defense of
all of our liberties and defeat Mr.
Ashcroft, who will not do justice for
many as the head of our Department of
Justice.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). The gentlewoman will suspend.
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The Chair will remind the Member

that although Members may air their
views concerning nominees for Cabinet
posts, it is not in order to urge action
on the part of the Senate or to charac-
terize Senate action, in order to pre-
serve comity between the two bodies.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), the chair of the Congressional
Black Caucus.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to express
my concern today about the nomina-
tion of Senator John Ashcroft and
want to express my appreciation to the
leadership of the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Mrs. JONES) to give us this oppor-
tunity to simply express our concerns.

Let me say at the outset that, on
paper, Mr. Ashcroft is the perfect can-
didate. He was a Member of the Senate,
a governor, and an attorney general of
the State of Missouri. I am told that he
is amiable among his friends and has a
good sense of humor. However, in de-
termining the suitability of a nominee
to serve as the highest law enforce-
ment official of the country, we must
take great care and look below the sur-
face. We must look to his record and
find the truth of his character from the
actions he has taken at different times.
I have examined that record and be-
lieve that Mr. Ashcroft is an unfortu-
nate choice to head the Department of
Justice.

I would not make such a statement
lightly. As the New York Times said in
an editorial which appeared on Janu-
ary 23: ‘‘Any reasonable reading of the
extensive Judiciary Committee testi-
monies shows that Mr. Ashcroft’s zeal
has overruled prudence in cases that
bear directly on issues relevant to the
Department of Justice. Mr. Ashcroft’s
record on civil rights marks him as out
of the mainstream of American
ideals.’’

Poll after poll has shown that the
vast majority of Americans favor equal
rights for all people. Most Americans
take pride in the strength and courage
this country has shown to come from
the ugly days of segregation and Jim
Crow to the America we now know.
And while much remains to be done,
few are willing to return to the bitter
days of yesteryear. Yet it would seem
that Mr. Ashcroft does not share these
views because Mr. Ashcroft has opposed
every major civil rights bill during his
tenure in the Senate.

Not only has his opposition to civil
rights involved attempting to thwart
the passage of laws, but it has involved
attempting to block confirmation of
individuals that he thinks might carry
out these laws. During the Clinton ad-
ministration, he led the fight against
the confirmation of Bill Lann Lee as
Assistant Attorney General for Civil
Rights. Despite Mr. Lee’s unquestioned
and impeccable credentials, Mr.
Ashcroft objected to Mr. Lee because
Mr. Lee had opposed proposition 209, a
California measure that eliminated af-

firmative action in California. Mr. Lee
was never confirmed.

Even more troubling for someone
who seeks to be Attorney General, Mr.
Ashcroft’s opposition to civil rights ap-
parently includes blocking lawfully
issued orders of Federal courts. When
Mr. Ashcroft was the attorney general
for Missouri, he was the State’s top
lawyer in the key stages of a court bat-
tle to end separate and unequal edu-
cation. Twenty-five years after Brown
v. the Board of Education, St. Louis
schools still needed to come into com-
pliance with the Supreme Court’s rul-
ing in this landmark case. John
Ashcroft blocked the parties in the suit
from developing a plan for voluntary
desegregation and actively obstructed
implementation of court orders. He
filed appeal after appeal. His efforts
caused unusually harsh criticism from
the courts.

After repeated delays and failure to
comply by Mr. Ashcroft, the court
threatened in March of 1981 to hold the
State in contempt. In its order, the
court order explicitly criticized the
State’s continual delay and failure to
comply with court orders. The court
stated that ‘‘the court can only draw
one conclusion, the State has as a mat-
ter of deliberate policy decided to defy
the authority of the court.’’

And again in 1981, Ashcroft even op-
posed a plan by the Reagan administra-
tion for voluntary desegregation. Even
more troubling, in 1984, he based his
gubernatorial primary campaign on his
zealous opposition to the voluntary
school desegregation plans for St.
Louis schools. This is a troubling inter-
section of the use of the law for polit-
ical gain.

Yet all of this could be forgiven if
Mr. Ashcroft had demonstrated an abil-
ity to work with those who differed
with him. In the role of Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, one must
meet with many people with divergent
interests and complicated agendas. Yet
despite all of his experience in politics
and government, I am afraid that Mr.
Ashcroft has not built a reputation as
one who seeks compromise and under-
standing.

For instance, in 1993 when seeking to
become chair of the Republican Na-
tional Committee, members of his own
party criticized Mr. Ashcroft’s unwill-
ingness to work cooperatively with
those whose views differed from his.
According to a quote which appeared in
the St. Louis Post Dispatch on January
10, 1993, a fellow Republican from Mis-
souri, State Senator Robert Johnson,
said that Ashcroft ‘‘won’t take criti-
cism. And if you disagree with him, he
knocks you out of the loop like you
don’t exist.’’ And this is the most trou-
bling thing of all, because, as Mr. Wil-
liam Raspberry wrote in the Wash-
ington Post, Mr. Ashcroft ‘‘seems cer-
tain to be a highly divisive force in an
administration committed to healing
across lines of party, ideology and
race.’’

While I hope that the Senate takes
heed to these concerns, I understand

that Mr. Ashcroft may succeed in his
quest to become Attorney General. Let
me take this opportunity to say now
that if Mr. Ashcroft is confirmed, he
will have a strong obligation to staff
the Justice Department with people of
demonstrated fairness and integrity
and to show that they can administer
the law evenhandedly. I hope that if he
is confirmed, he will remember that it
was his record of divisiveness that has
marred his confirmation process. I
hope he decides to follow President
Bush’s promise to be a uniter, not a di-
vider.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan (Ms. KILPATRICK).

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I say
to our Member from Ohio, the distin-
guished judge and prosecutor, for not
only leading the issue today but for her
forthrightness in bringing to this body
such legislative and judicial experi-
ence, prosecutorial experience that cer-
tainly has helped us, we appreciate her
leadership, and I thank her very much.

Today, this afternoon or tomorrow,
the United States Senate will vote on
the next Attorney General. There has
been much discussion about Senator
Ashcroft for the last month now. Ex-
tensive hearings have been held. Much
media has had its coverage. And even
in this body as women in this Chamber
today walked over to the Senate Cham-
ber to stand with those opposing his
nomination, we come today to a very
sad time in American history. To be
the top lawyer, the number one lawyer
in our country requires that the person
be noble, that they be intelligent, that
they understand the world in which
they live, and that they understand
that this is a very diverse economy and
country that we live in. The person
should also be sensitive to the needs of
the poor, the disenfranchised, and
those who need a little bit more help
from their government.

This is said to be the greatest coun-
try in the world. We are certainly the
richest country in the world and in a
position to offer more to our citizens
than we offer today. The Attorney Gen-
eral being selected either today or to-
morrow is lacking in many of the
qualities that I believe are necessary in
an Attorney General and the main law-
yer for our country.

Forty-six years ago, Brown v. Board
of Education was had in court and
passed, a desegregation case that said
open up the schools, 46 years ago, so
that children could work side by side
from different nationalities and par-
take of a quality education. Brown v.
Board of Education. Senator Ashcroft
has not only tested the rightfulness of
that decision of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation which allowed all of America’s
children to receive quality education
in integrated classrooms but has chal-
lenged its validity, and I think that is
wrong for someone who will be the top
lawyer for our country.

Roe v. Wade just celebrated over 25
years of sound judgment that this
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country has lived under for over 25
years. Senator Ashcroft has challenged
and tested Roe v. Wade on more than
one occasion. It is one thing to have
strong beliefs, and we all live in a great
society where we can do that and ex-
press our differences, but it is quite an-
other on the one hand to disqualify Bill
Lann Lee as our civil rights expert as
he did on many occasions because of
his views; and here we stand today,
hours away of nominating a young man
who has very, very different views from
many Americans, and the same barom-
eter is not being used. There is some-
thing tragically wrong with that.

It was mentioned earlier that Ambas-
sador Hormel was going for his hear-
ing, asking for a hearing before the
Senate so that he could be confirmed.
Ambassador Hormel is a homosexual,
and everyone knows that and it is all
right in our country. We support that.
People are what they are. God has
given them the right to be that. This
country validates that and not one of
us because of race, religion, ethnicity
or our hetero or homosexual tendencies
should keep us from serving our coun-
try. It has been documented that Sen-
ator Ashcroft would not even give Am-
bassador Hormel a hearing. That is
wrong.

So if you talk about from affirmative
action to hate crimes, to access to the
process through hearings so that you
can be heard, Senator Ashcroft does
not meet the test. He should not be
confirmed as our Attorney General.

Further, Senator Ashcroft received
an honorary degree from Bob Jones
University, who again lost their tax
status on more than one occasion be-
cause of the policies of that university.
Now we have a Senator who received
an honorary degree from the univer-
sity, nominated and soon to be con-
firmed as our next Attorney General.

I think it is unfortunate that Presi-
dent Bush made such a volatile an-
nouncement and nomination of Sen-
ator Ashcroft at this time, at a time
when we have gone through a very tur-
bulent election, when many Americans
feel that they were not treated fairly,
votes were not counted, not allowed to
vote, very angry, even as we speak
today, that we come here today as
Members of this House of Representa-
tives, standing strong, asking the Sen-
ate to take an action that the Amer-
ican people would want them to take.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a serious time. It

is not too late to withdraw that nomi-
nation. To put an American citizen
there who will enforce the laws and not
bring their own views into the law.
This country cannot afford to be frag-
mented much more.

This past election demonstrated that
we are a great country. Those same cir-
cumstances in another country would
have blood in the street. I do not advo-
cate that. We are a country and we set-
tle our differences, but let us not fool
each other. These are perilous times.
These are critical times.

Today it was announced that the sur-
plus is larger than ever before, ever
even than 6 months ago. Are we going
to invest in America’s schools and chil-
dren and health centers and seniors? It
is important that all of this be consid-
ered and that as we talk about Senator
Ashcroft today and whether he will be
confirmed or not, look at the views of
the man. We are a greater country
than that. We need people to serve who
will represent all of the people.

I do not believe that Senator
Ashcroft has the ability, has the sensi-
tivity or is able to represent over half
of the American citizenry.

Mr. Speaker, today we have an oppor-
tunity to say our remarks, to share
with Senator Ashcroft who, I am told,
will be confirmed. We hope you listen,
Senator. We hope that you will enforce
the laws on the books and not try to
change them. We hope that you will be
sensitive to civil rights issues, affirma-
tive action, hate crimes. We hope that
you will allow people hearings who
come before your body so that they can
be rightfully heard in this just society
that we live in. I hope you are listen-
ing, Senator Ashcroft. We are going to
be watching you.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COOKSEY). The Chair would advise that
although Members may air their views
concerning nominees for Cabinet posts,
it is not in order to urge action on the
part of the Senate or to characterize
Senate action. That is in acknowledg-
ment of the independence of the Sen-
ate.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
how much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) has
18 minutes.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS).

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, after 3
days of confirmation hearings and a
Senate Committee on the Judiciary
vote, I still insist that John Ashcroft
has definitely not made his case for ap-
pointment as U.S. Attorney General.
Instead, Congress and the public have
witnessed a confirmation strategy that
consists of misleading characteriza-
tions, factual errors and evasion.

When convenient during his con-
firmation hearings, Mr. Ashcroft has
feigned memory loss as he did in re-
sponse to inquiries regarding his oppo-
sition to Judge Margaret McKeown.
Yet in a 1997 speech before The Herit-
age Foundation, he referred to her ef-
forts in a lawful ballot initiative cam-
paign as sinister and labeled her and
her ACLU friends as liberal elitists.

When pressed for answers to per-
sistent inquiries, Mr. Ashcroft deferred
to a need for consultation with Depart-
ment of Justice officials, as in his re-
sponse regarding enforcement of Attor-
ney General Reno’s prohibition of in-
quiries into the sexual orientation of
department employees.

Another tactic used by Mr. Ashcroft
when the questions made him uncom-

fortable was to reply, quote, ‘‘I do not
think I want to discuss that any
longer,’’ quote/unquote.

We saw that tactic when he was ques-
tioned on his opposition to the appoint-
ment of Ambassador Hormel, the am-
bassador to Luxembourg, who was sub-
sequently confirmed by an 80 to 11 vote
in the Senate. Ambassador Hormel’s
appointment was made while the Sen-
ate was in recess due in great part to
Mr. Ashcroft’s opposition to the am-
bassador’s, quote, ‘‘life-style,’’ quote/
unquote.

Mr. Ashcroft said in 1998 during the
confirmation process that Ambassador
Hormel, quote, ‘‘has been a leader in
promoting a life-style likely to be of-
fensive in the setting to which he will
be assigned,’’ quote/unquote.

Mr. Ashcroft made the observations,
even though Ambassador Hormel had
received bipartisan support, endorse-
ment by then Secretary of State
George Schultz, and the government of
Luxembourg.

Under questioning during the recent
hearings, Mr. Ashcroft remarked easily
that he was, quote, ‘‘not prepared to re-
debate that nomination,’’ quote/un-
quote.

Then there is the, quote, just trust
me John Ashcroft, who asks us to be-
lieve that he can be new, but only if he
is confirmed. We saw this tactic in all
of his responses to questions con-
cerning a woman’s right to choose. The
fact is that in matters of a woman’s
right to choose, freedom of choice, Mr.
Ashcroft has exhibited a zealous oppo-
sition to Roe v. Wade while a State and
Federal official. In spite of his career-
long attempt to overturn Roe, he has
stated without credibility during the
hearings that the Roe decision is the
settled law of the land, which he will
enforce. We cannot and should not ex-
pect John Ashcroft to retreat in his
persistent campaign against a woman’s
right to reproductive options.

Mr. Ashcroft has said he is a man of
principle. Let us take a look at a few
more of his principles in action. As
Missouri’s attorney general and gov-
ernor, Mr. Ashcroft vigorously opposed
voluntary desegregation plans sub-
mitted by St. Louis city and county
school districts. When those plans were
subsequently approved and ordered by
the Federal district court, Mr. Ashcroft
continued in his opposition, arguing
that the Court could not implement an
intradistrict remedy, although vol-
untary, for an intradistrict violation.

In at least three appeals, the Su-
preme Court rejected Mr. Ashcroft’s ar-
gument as often as he made it, agree-
ing with the lower courts that the
State was the primary constitutional
violator. The appeals court also re-
ferred to Missouri’s history of school
segregation and reminded Mr. Ashcroft
that in the past in order to ensure edu-
cational apartheid, the State bused
suburban black students from St. Louis
County into the city’s black schools in
order to maintain the dual system.
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Ironically, a statutorily mandated

intradistrict scheme to maintain seg-
regation was acceptable for years while
a voluntary intradistrict attempt to
eliminate segregation was declared too
costly and disruptive by Mr. Ashcroft
and school desegregation opponents.

Remaining among the most vicious
misrepresentations associated with the
consideration of Mr. Ashcroft for con-
firmation is his wholly unethical cam-
paign against Judge Ronnie White. The
record cannot overemphasize the fact
that after receiving bipartisan support
for a Federal judgeship, support that
included Missouri Senator BOND, John
Ashcroft sabotaged Judge White’s con-
firmation after the hearings, the com-
mittee hearings, at a time when Judge
White could not respond to Mr.
Ashcroft’s distortions of his record.

Judge White’s record on capital pun-
ishment did not differ appreciably from
that of any other jurists who were suc-
cessfully confirmed with Mr. Ashcroft’s
consent and support. In the case of
Judge White, deliberate misrepresenta-
tion, cowardly sabotage, and a double
standard were all instruments in Mr.
Ashcroft’s drive to promote his own re-
election.

These are a few of the principles that
have in practice guided Mr. Ashcroft’s
actions. These are the principles that
speak more loudly than any confirma-
tion hearing denials. Questions regard-
ing Mr. Ashcroft’s record and his fit-
ness to serve as the Nation’s top pros-
ecutor have not been answered satis-
factorily. Accordingly, the Nation
should not suffer the appointment of
Mr. Ashcroft as Attorney General. He
has demonstrated over and over again
that he is unwilling to travel a path
forward to needed social progress. As
guardians of the Nation’s future, we
cannot sit idly by and watch Mr.
Ashcroft be confirmed without strong
opposition, and while we have been en-
couraged and urged not to advocate
what should be done about him by the
Members, I just hope and I just pray
that the Members do the right thing. I
do not need to tell them what to do. He
has defined himself very well. I think
they know what to do. He should not be
confirmed.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of this special
order today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
POINTS OF ORDER

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, be-
cause of some misunderstanding, I
would make a point of order and ask
unanimous consent to have the time
extended to allow the people who I
have remaining to speak. Can I do
that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Ohio
may not be entertained.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. May I inquire of
the Speaker why?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 2 of rule XVII, a Member may
not address the House for longer than 1
hour.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. This is a point
of order. I hope I am not using up my
time. Up until one speaker, before this
speaker, the speaker was acting on the
time; and it was my thought that that
was how the time operated, sir; and so
I wanted to be able to get some addi-
tional time to allow the rest of the peo-
ple I have here to speak, especially on
an issue as important as this confirma-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair regrets any misunderstanding,
but here is the practice: A Member who
is recognized to control time during
special orders may yield to colleagues
for such amounts of time as she may
deem appropriate, but may not yield
blocks of time to be enforced by the
Chair. Members regulate the duration
of their yielding by reclaiming the
time when appropriate.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the
House for 5 minutes under Special Or-
ders.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman may take
that Special Order after the pending
time has expired.

There was no objection.
Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I

yield to my colleague, the gentle-
woman from the great State of Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank very much the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs.
JONES), and I thank her for her leader-
ship on this issue.

I thank my colleagues for coming to
the floor of this House at a time when
it might be more comfortable for us to
just drift off into the distant sunset,
but I am always reminded that it is not
the test of character where one stands
in times of comfort and ease but where
one stands in times of battle and chal-
lenge. Though there may be no other
voices that raise up against the con-
firmation of the Attorney General of
the United States, I am proud to stand
with those who would speak for the
voiceless in America, for there are mil-
lions of Americans whose voices will
not be heard when the vote is taken
and there is such a confirmation.

My colleagues have chronicled the
record and philosophy of this nominee,
but the real question becomes to an-
swer the question for America and for
this body. What is the value and the
importance of the Attorney General
and the Department of Justice? It is
not a question of whether we are reck-
lessly opposing someone because they
have fundamentally different beliefs
than what I have, but the Department
of Justice is what it symbolizes. It is
the refuge for the voiceless and the
disenfranchised.

In the 1960s, in the civil rights move-
ment, as Martin Luther King, Jr., in

the segregated South, it was the Jus-
tice Department that came riding in to
preserve the sanctity of the Union, and
for us to be able to express the opposi-
tion to a segregated and violent Amer-
ica.

It was the Justice Department and
the President of the United States that
utilized that leadership when it was
necessary for the Little Rock 9 to enter
into the high schools so that there
could be integration and an implemen-
tation of Brown v. Topeka in the case
that was before the Supreme Court.
And so the Justice Department is the
refuge and the Attorney General is the
captain.

If this nominee is confirmed, that
captain will steer the ship wrong.
There will be no refuge for women who
under the law have the right to utilize
Roe v. Wade. There will be no refuge
for those of us who pushed for desegre-
gation of this Nation. There will be no
refuge for millions of Americans who
were disenfranchised in the last elec-
tion and question whether or not there
is support for voting and enforcing the
Voter Rights Act of 1965.

Then there will be the question of ap-
pointments, the Assistant Attorney
General for Civil Rights, the protection
and understanding of the rights of im-
migrants, respect for secret evidence, a
law that was passed, realizing that im-
migrants have rights and that we
should not be in a position in this Na-
tion to bash people because they are
different. We can all join in in believ-
ing that there should be law and order;
but at the same time who will enforce
the rights not only of the victim,
which I support, in supporting their
rights, but the innocent convicted de-
fendant incarcerated, the wrong per-
son, when we talk about using DNA?

b 1530

What will be the position of this At-
torney General when all of his legal
background and his public service have
been in opposition to this?

If I might just say this: I sat through
the hearings and I testified with re-
spect to my opposition to this nomina-
tion. I cannot suggest to the other
body what they should do. I can only
plead with them on behalf of those
whose voices will not be heard that if
there is one place in this country
where those who are less than what
many would want them to be, who are
poor, who are downtrodden, who are in-
carcerated, who seek to have laws en-
forced, if there is anyplace that one
can go and seek fairness, it has to be in
the Department of Justice.

Mr. Speaker, I close with these two
points of contention. In those hearings,
Attorney General-to-be or nominee
Ashcroft was asked if he followed the
law as the Attorney General in Mis-
souri, not whether or not he believed or
had a philosophy different from any
one of us, and, of course, he suggested
that he did follow the law. But yet,
during the bitter 10-year legal battle
against voluntary desegregation, and I
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said voluntary, where the community
came together, he was cited by the
Federal court and he was criticized,
and the language is as follows: his con-
tinual delay and failure to comply with
court orders, and concluded that the
State has, as a matter of deliberate
policy, decided to defy the authority of
a court. That is who my Republican
colleagues think can follow the law.

Lastly, when he was asked whether
or not he opposed Judge Ronnie White
for any other reason, he noted that he
did not derogate his background, but
yet Ashcroft, in opposing him, indi-
cated that White, a judge that had
voted 60 percent with the Ashcroft ap-
pointees of the State, would use his
lifetime appointment to push law in a
pro-criminal direction, consistent with
his own political agenda. When have we
ever heard that the courts and the
judges who take an oath of office have
done so?

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman for allowing me to join in with
my colleagues. The real question is,
will we close the doors of justice with
the confirmation of an individual who
has seemingly exemplified whatever
his beliefs are, questionable vigorous-
ness in enforcing the law of the land?
Be not afraid to stand up and to sug-
gest that there should be another di-
rection for this Nation. I have no fear,
and I hope the rest of America has
none as well.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon to oppose
the nomination of John Ashcroft for Attorney
General of the United States. Today, I walked
in solidarity with fellow women members of the
Democratic Caucus to the Senate floor to op-
pose the Ashcroft confirmation. At least fifteen
Members of the Democratic Women’s Caucus
participated in this solemn protest concerning
the confirmation battle. We came together and
witnessed the debate in the Senate Chamber
up close and personal.

I am here today to speak out not only as a
Member of Congress, but as a citizen of our
diverse and vulnerable nation.

The Senate is moving perilously close to
taking final action on Mr. Ashcroft’s confirma-
tion. This causes me great anxiety in light of
the fact that a growing number of Americans
are demonstrating in every state of the Union
against the Ashcroft confirmation.

Based on Mr. John Ashcroft’s voting record
of aggressive opposition to women’s rights,
civil rights, and the unfortunate handling of the
nomination of Judge Ronnie White, the Senate
Judiciary Committee and its colleagues should
vote down his nomination for the sake of uni-
fying America. The Attorney General for the
United States should support laws that protect
all of America’s people. It is unfortunate that
ratings by the Christian Coalition, the National
Right to Life Committee, and the American
Conservative Union show that throughout his
6 years in the U.S. Senate, John Ashcroft has
been a consistent and reliable vote in oppos-
ing the certified law of the land. I am not ques-
tioning Mr. Ashcroft’s personal probity; I am
vigorously questioning his suitability for the job
for which he has been selected.

Mr. Ashcroft’s record on matters of race has
been simply disappointing. According to the
Washington Times, Ashcroft received a grade

of ‘F’ on each of the last three NAACP report
cards because of his anti-progressive voting
record, having voted to approve only 3 of 15
legislative issues supported by the NAACP
and other civil rights groups. This explains
why such a broad number of groups are so
strongly united against his confirmation as the
next Attorney General of the United States.

Mr. Ashcroft opposed the approval of Judge
Ronnie White to the Federal Bench. In 1997,
President Clinton nominated Judge White of
the Missouri Supreme Court to be a United
States District Court Judge. At the hearings on
his nomination in May 1998, Judge White was
introduced to the Senate Judiciary Committee
by Republican Senator CHRISTOPHER BOND,
who told the committee that Judge White ‘‘has
the necessary qualifications and character
traits which are required for this most impor-
tant job.’’ See Confirmation Hearings on Fed-
eral Appointments: Hearings Before the Senn.
Comm. On the Judicary, 15th Cong., 2d Sess.
7–8 (1998).

We all know that John Ashcroft led a cam-
paign to defeat the nomination of Missouri’s
first African-American Supreme Court Justice,
Judge Ronnie White, to the federal bench. Mr.
Ashcroft seriously distorted White’s record,
portraying it as pro criminal, and anti-death
penalty, and even suggested, according to the
London Guardian, that ‘‘the judge had shown
a tremendous bent toward criminal activity.’’
Ironically, Judge White had voted to uphold
the death sentence in 41 of the 59 cases that
came before him, roughly the same proportion
as Ashcroft’s court appointees when he was
Governor.

In fact, of these 59 death penalty cases,
Judge White was the sole dissenter in only
three of them. As a matter of fact, three of the
other Missouri Supreme Court judges, all of
whom were appointed by Mr. Ashcroft as Gov-
ernor, voted to reverse death penalty case
sentences in greater percentage of cases than
did Judge White. Ashcroft also failed to con-
sider or mention that in at least fifteen death
penalty cases Missouri Supreme Court Jus-
tice, Ronnie White, wrote the majority opinion
for the court to uphold the death sentence.
America owes an apology to Judge White and
I admire his ability to move forward with his
life. This is a judicial nominee for which Mr.
Ashcroft had no substantial reason to op-
pose—and it is time that America knows the
facts.

I took my responsibility in helping shed light
on Judge White’s confirmation hearing before
the Senate Judiciary Committee on the 17th of
January of this month with great seriousness.
I felt compelled to have my voice heard on be-
half of Judge White who had never been given
the chance to defend himself from vicious at-
tacks on his impeccable judicial record. More
importantly, each Senator and Representative
now knows that when Judge White’s nomina-
tion was brought to the Senate floor in Octo-
ber 1999, Senator Ashcroft spearheaded a
successful party-line fight to defeat White’s
confirmation, the first time in 12 years (since
the vote on Robert Bork) that the full Senate
had voted to reject a nominee to the Federal
bench.

In contrast to that effort, as former Con-
gressman William L. Clay introduced Judge
Ronnie White before the Senate Judiciary
Committee he said the following: ‘‘I might cite
one incident that attests to the kind of relation-
ship that Judge White has with many, and that

is with a member of this committee—Senator
Ashcroft. When I recommended Judge White
to the President for nomination and the Presi-
dent nominated him, one of the first people
that I conferred with was Senator Ashcroft. At
a later date, he told me that he had appointed
six of the seven members to the Missouri Su-
preme Court. Ronnie White was the only one
he had not appointed. He said he had can-
vassed the other six, the ones that he ap-
pointed, and they all spoke very highly of Ron-
nie White and suggested that he would make
an outstanding Federal Judge. So I think that
this is the kind of person we need on the Fed-
eral bench.’’ Confirmation Hearings on Federal
Appointments: Hearings before the Sen.
Comm. On the Judiciary, 105th Cong., 2d
Sess. 7–8 (1998).

John Ashcroft, if confirmed would not be a
guardian of women’s right to reproductive
choice as provided by the Supreme Court’s
decision in Roe v. Wade. On the contrary, Mr.
Ashcroft supports a constitutional amendment
that would outlaw abortion even in cases of in-
cest and rape and that would criminalize sev-
eral commonly used forms of contraception.

As Missouri attorney general and Governor,
and more recently in the Senate, he repeat-
edly used his office as a U.S. Senator to push
through severe new restrictions on women’s
reproductive freedom as part of an effort to
get the Supreme Court to overturn Roe v.
Wade. It is fair to say that many women in
America have a right to be concerned be-
cause as Attorney General, Ashcroft could use
the power the Federal Government behind
new strategies to defeat the right to an abor-
tion in the Supreme Court. It is also reason-
able to express doubts about whether he
would fully enforce laws that insure access to
abortion clinics by limiting violent or obstruc-
tive demonstrations by abortion opponents.

We all look at the Attorney General to en-
sure even-handed law enforcement and pro-
tection of our basic constitutional rights: free-
dom of speech, the right to privacy, a wom-
an’s right to choose, freedom from govern-
mental oppression and other vital functions.
We cannot deny the Attorney General plays a
critical role in bringing the country together,
bridging racial divides, and inspiring people’s
confidence in their government.

Accordingly, as I review the series of ques-
tionable acts that can be found in Mr.
Ashcroft’s record as a public servant, I find
such action by Mr. Ashcroft to be inconsistent
with the kind of vision and tolerance that the
next top law enforcement officer will need to
exhibit. Mr. Ashcroft’s record on desegregation
in the State of Missouri is one of those exam-
ples that makes me truly sad as an African-
American and I have an obligation to empha-
size this very grave matter.

John Ashcroft, as Attorney General and as
Governor of the State of Missouri consistently
opposed efforts to desegregate schools in
Missouri, which for more than 150 years, had
legally sanctioned separate and inferior edu-
cation for blacks.

Missouri has a long and marked history of
systematically discriminating against African-
Americans in the provision of public education.
During the years of slavery, the State forbid
the education of blacks. After the Civil War,
Missouri was the most northern state to have
a constitutional mandate requiring separate
schools for blacks and whites. This constitu-
tional provision remained in place until 1976.
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For much of its history, Missouri provided
vastly inferior services to black students.

After the Supreme Court’s ruling in Brown v.
Board of Education, the Missouri Attorney
General’s office, rather than ordering the dis-
mantling of segregation, simply issued an
opinion stating that local districts ‘‘may permit’’
white and colored children to attend the same
schools, and could decide for themselves
whether they must integrate. Local school dis-
tricts in St. Louis and Kansas City perpetuated
segregation by manipulating attendance
boundaries, drawing discriminatory busing
plans and building new schools in places to
keep races apart.

The now well-known St. Louis case, which
was debated in these proceedings before the
Senate Judiciary Committee, was filed in
1972. In brief, St. Louis had adhered to an ex-
plicit system of racial segregation throughout
the 1960s. White students were assigned to
schools in their neighborhood; black students
attended black schools in the core of the city.
Black students who resided outside the city
were bused into the black schools in the city.
The city had launched no effort to integrate; it
simply adopted neighborhood school assign-
ment plans that maintained racial segregation.

Senator Ashcroft, then the Attorney General,
challenged the desegregation plan. He argued
that there was no basis for holding the State
liable and that the State had taken the ‘‘nec-
essary and appropriate steps to remove the
legal underpinnings of segregated schooling
as well as affirmatively prohibiting such dis-
crimination.’’ The courts rejected his attempts;
even the U.S. Supreme Court denied certio-
rari.

In 1983, the city school Board and the 22
suburban districts all agreed to a ‘‘unique and
compressive’’ settlement, implementing a vol-
untary 5-year school desegregation plan for
both the city and the county. Importantly, the
plan was voluntary—it relied on voluntary
transfers by students rather than so-called
‘‘forced busing.’’ The district court approved
this plan.

Attorney General Ashcroft, representing the
State, was the only one that did not join the
settlement. He opposed all aspects of the set-
tlement. In fact, he sought to have it over-
turned by the Eighth Circuit. The Eighth Circuit
upheld most of the provisions of the plan, and
emphasized that three times over the prior
three years, specifically held that the State
was the primary constitutional violator. Can
this man be the next Attorney General of the
United States of America.

We need a nominee that enforces the civil
rights laws of the Nation, that brings strength
and confidence to the top law enforcement
post of our great country, and to affirm equal
protection and fundamental fairness in the
United States of America. We owe at least
that much to the working people of America
and all those who believe the United States
remains an example of basic fairness and jus-
tice for all.

I strongly believe that some of the beliefs of
Senator John Ashcroft are archaic and obso-
lete. This country has come so far in improv-
ing civil rights and fundamental fairness. The
confirmation of John Ashcroft will set us years
back after all the improvements that have
been made. This would be a travesty.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE).

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this

time, and I commend her for calling
this Special Order.

I too rise to express my opposition to
the nomination of former Senator John
Ashcroft, a man who has spoken re-
peatedly against gun control, against a
woman’s right to choose, against af-
firmative action, against integration of
schools, against the Miranda rights of
suspects. How can we have this person,
as our President wants to nominate
and has nominated, and who opposes a
qualified person like Bill Lan Lee, who
said that even though you are great
and I hear what you say, I just do not
believe you can do what you say;
against Frederica Massiah-Jackson for
Federal judgeship; against Dr. David
Satcher, one of the tremendous physi-
cians in this country for Surgeon Gen-
eral; against Dr. Foster, another can-
didate for Surgeon General; against
Ronnie White, who, in 71 percent of the
cases voted for the death penalty,
where Mr. Ashcroft voted for another
person who only voted for the death
penalty 55 percent, who happened not
to be African American.

Finally, when a person said that re-
ceiving a doctorate degree, honorary
doctorate degree from Bob Jones Uni-
versity, that after he swore he was tell-
ing the truth, and when he looked into
that camera, when he was asked about
that university, Senator Ashcroft sat
in that seat and said, in 1999, in June of
1999, that I did not know what Bob
Jones University stood for, when
George Bush went there to campaign
and MCCAIN went there to campaign,
and the whole question of when Presi-
dent Bush apologized to the Catholics
because he said that he should not have
gone there because they are
antiCatholic, and never said a word
about the antiblack. But that was our
new President that wants to bring all
people in. I just cannot understand how
Senator Ashcroft could put his hand on
the Bible, put his hand up to God and
say, I did not know, less than a year
ago, what Bob Jones University stood
for.

Mr. Speaker, for those reasons, I do
not think he is qualified to be the At-
torney General of the United States of
America.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the Speaker for the additional 1
minute. In light of our discussion, very
quickly, the relief for the minorities
over the years have come through the
courts. This year, we were let down by
the United States Supreme Court in
their decision that ultimately decided
the election that allowed President
Bush to become President. We were
then let down by the executive, the
President, by nominating John
Ashcroft to be Attorney General. We
need the legislature, even though we
cannot urge them to vote in any way;
the Senate, the only remaining branch
of government who has not yet acted,
to stand up for Americans, stand up for
minorities, stand up for women, stand
up for gays and lesbians, and stand up
for all Americans, and not confirm the
nomination of John Ashcroft.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COOKSEY). The Chair urges all Members
not to urge action of Members of the
Senate.

f

OPPOSING ATTORNEY GENERAL
NOMINATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, as the
ranking Democrat on the House Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and the senior
Member of the Congressional Black
Caucus, I am unalterably opposed to
John Ashcroft’s nomination to be At-
torney General of the United States. I
have reached this decision with some
regret and consternation. In my 36
years in Congress, I have never pub-
licly opposed a nominee for Attorney
General. However, in the present case,
my reservations about the Senator’s
ability and inclinations to support and
uphold the law in such critical areas as
civil rights, reproductive choice and
gun safety are so grave; and his pattern
of misleading and disingenuous re-
sponses at his confirmation hearings so
serious, that I believe it is in the na-
tional interests that his nomination be
either withdrawn or rejected by the
Senate.

I am also concerned that the Sen-
ator’s personal lack of responsiveness
to me foreshadows a pattern of con-
scious avoidance or, at best, benign ne-
glect of me and my colleagues in the
House.

First, in terms of civil rights, I am
troubled by the fact that notwith-
standing Senator Ashcroft’s general
statements about support for civil
rights enforcement, he declined to
state specific agreement with the De-
partment’s position in a host of civil
rights cases, including its support of
the University of Michigan’s affirma-
tive action program.

I am also dismayed that the Senator
has taken public positions opposing
voluntary school desegregation, and
that he wrongly asserted that the
State had done nothing wrong, and was
quote, found guilty of no wrong, end
quote, in the Missouri desegregation
cases.

As we all know, there are two sepa-
rate Federal Court of Appeals decisions
and numerous district court decisions
holding the State expressly responsible
for the unconstitutional discrimination
that occurred. I am also profoundly
disappointed in the manner by which
the Senator thwarted Judge Ronnie
White’s nomination to be Federal dis-
trict court judge, the first African
American justice ever to serve on the
Missouri Supreme Court. Senator
Ashcroft’s unwillingness at his con-
firmation to acknowledge or to express
a scintilla of regret for the disingen-
uous manner in which he distorted
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Judge White’s record can hardly be
seen as a promising omen to those of us
in the African American community
who have worked so hard to integrate
the Federal judiciary.

Second, given Senator Ashcroft’s
past record and statements at the hear-
ings, I do not find his acknowledgment
of a woman’s constitutional right to an
abortion as settled law under Roe and
Casey as being at all credible. I say
this because in 42 out of 43 Senate
votes concerning reproductive rights,
he cast a vote aimed at overturning
Roe versus Wade.

Third, with regard to Senator
Ashcroft’s record of opposition to gun
control legislation, I remain uncon-
vinced that he is the appropriate per-
son to uphold and enforce our Nation’s
firearms law. To me, Senator
Ashcroft’s past wholehearted embrace
of an extreme view of the second
amendment is active support for legis-
lation in Missouri that would allow in-
dividuals to carry concealed weapons
and his unwillingness to commit to re-
linquish his membership in the Na-
tional Rifle Association, disqualify him
as the person best charged with enforc-
ing our gun laws. In sum, I have come
to the reluctant conclusion that the
Senator is the wrong man for the
wrong job at the wrong time.

When our Nation urgently needs an
Attorney General who can bring us all
together, we have been offered a person
known for extreme right-wing posi-
tions and divisiveness. I have spent my
entire career fighting for the cause of
civil rights, reproductive choice and
common sense crime and gun safety
laws. In my view, Senator Ashcroft’s
record is simply too inconsistent with
these goals to justify our support for
him.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to and commend
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs.
JONES) for calling this Special Order
and bringing us all together this
evening.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
would just state to the gentleman that
I thank him for his leadership on the
Committee on the Judiciary and trust
that our work together will not allow
this confirmation to proceed.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to the nomination of John Ashcroft of Mis-
souri to the crucial position of United States
Attorney General. Mr. Ashcroft has a long and
consistent record of conservative extremism,
opposing civil rights as well as qualified Fed-
eral nominees, abortion rights, gay rights and
environmental protection.

In his confirmation hearings last week, we
saw a nominee on his best behavior, and yet,
he could not acknowledge the possibility that
he was wrong about the impeccable qualifica-
tions of federal judge nominee Ronnie White.
We have a nominee who denies that sexual
preference was an issue when he questioned
James Hormel’s ‘‘life-style’’ before rejecting his
nomination. We have a nominee who claims
that as Attorney General of Missouri he al-
ways upheld the law and did not try and im-
pose his own personal beliefs while the record
shows that just the opposite is true. In fact,

there is nothing in the record to indicate that
Mr. Ashcroft has ever exhibited any flexibility
in his ideology.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you should we support
giving him the keys to our nation’s laws with
our eyes opened and our fingers crossed.

I cannot remain silent when the person who
is nominated to be the chief law enforcement
officer of this country and who will be respon-
sible for defending the civil rights of all Ameri-
cans has repeatedly demonstrated his per-
sonal animosity for those fundamental rights. I
urge the Administration to live up to its prom-
ises to unite this country and withdraw this ill-
conceived nominee from consideration. At the
very least, I urge my friends in the other
Chamber to do the right thing and reject this
nominee.

f

THE WAR AGAINST DRUGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I will not take the entire
hour, but I did want to rise and sum-
marize a trip that I took last week to
Colombia and Ecuador to inform our
colleagues and our constituents about
the progress being made in the war
against drugs.

To be honest, Mr. Speaker, last year
I was concerned when the President
and the administration requested $1.3
billion to be used in the war against
drugs in Colombia and South America.
I was concerned because I was not sure
that it was the right approach for us to
be taking; that perhaps it would send
the wrong signals, and that perhaps
this should not be an issue in which the
American military is involved.

Mr. Speaker, I went to Ecuador and
Colombia to see firsthand what is hap-
pening with those dollars, what is hap-
pening with our effort to interact with
the leadership of Ecuador and Colom-
bia to see what role we are playing and
what role they are playing in solving
this problem. I came back, Mr. Speak-
er, convinced that we made the right
decision.

I come to the floor this afternoon to
encourage our colleagues to get more
information about what is happening
in Latin America, to better understand
the type of threat that exists there, to
understand the importance of what we
are doing in Latin America in the war
against drugs, and to understand that
there will be additional requests for
dollars this year in the President’s
budget and the requests coming to this
Congress to continue this fight for at
least a 5-year period.

b 1545

Mr. Speaker, I started my trip in Ec-
uador in Quito, the capitol, where I
met with and had a briefing with our
Ambassador, Ambassador Gwen Clare,
and with her in-country team, includ-
ing the military. I had a full briefing
on the impact in Ecuador of the activi-

ties involved with Plan Colombia. I
heard from the Ecuadoran leadership
that while Ecuador did receive some
support from this program, approxi-
mately $20 million, there is simply a
greater need, both in terms of sup-
porting their military efforts and the
economic efforts, particularly along
the northern rim of Ecuador, in dealing
with the overflow of the drug cartels in
Colombia.

I also discussed with the Ecuadoran
leaders, the issue of the Galapagos and
the Environmental Damage being
caused by the ship, that just a few days
earlier, had crashed off of the coast of
the Galapagos, and what we in America
could do to assist Ecuador.

In fact, in coming away from that
trip, I was convinced that Ecuador,
being the key ally that it has been
with America is, in fact, a country that
we should renew our focus on. In meet-
ings both before my trip and today, I
met with the Ecuadoran ambassador to
the United States, and I can tell you
that she appreciates the effort that
America has put forward and is willing
to work with us on additional initia-
tives to cause further integration with
the efforts of Ecuador in solving the
drug problem and America in solving
the drug problem.

In Colombia, Mr. Speaker, I met
again where our in-country team, in-
cluding our Ambassador, Ann Patter-
son, a very capable lady under very dif-
ficult circumstances. I met with our
leadership, military leadership. I met
with our CINC, our commanding officer
for that region. I met with our military
leaders from all the services.

I spent an hour meeting with the De-
fense Minister from Colombia, the
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
and the senior leaders of their mili-
tary.

I also met with the general in charge
of their police force that comes under
the military, and then they flew me
out to one of the base camps about an
hour from Bogota near the FARC de-
militarized zone, and I spent a half a
day observing the training being pro-
vided by our troops to the Colombian
military.

Let me give you some impressions,
Mr. Speaker, for our colleagues. First
of all, American troops are not being
used in any combat mission whatso-
ever. As you know, Mr. Speaker, we
imposed a limitation of 500 American
troops in Latin America, in Colombia
for the specifics of carrying out this
plan, not one of our military is in-
volved in any type of hostile action.

They are not involved in any kind of
overt action against Colombia. They
are simply there providing training.
They are doing training for the Colom-
bian military in terms of going out and
running exploratory patrols of how to
take apart these precursor labs. They
are running training in how to guard
the helicopters and the planes that are
spraying the coca fields.

I can tell my colleagues, I was over-
whelmingly impressed with our mili-
tary. They are doing, as they always
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do, an outstanding job. All of our spe-
cial forces and our military personnel
there speak fluent Spanish. And I can
tell my colleagues the relationship
they have established at the one base I
visited in Larandia was absolutely ex-
emplary.

The training that was going on was a
reality training and the kinds of suc-
cesses that the Colombian military is
having, I think, is directly responsive
to the efforts of the American military
officers and enlisted personnel who are
on the scene throughout Colombia.

We have a dangerous situation, Mr.
Speaker, in that part of the world. Our
focus in Washington from an national
security standpoint has traditionally
been on the former Soviet Union and
the 15 republics of that nation, China,
the Middle East, and the threats posed
by countries like Iran, Iraq, Syria,
Libya and North Korea. But, Mr.
Speaker, I came away from my trip and
my meetings convinced that one of the
most troublesome threats that we
faced right now in America is the huge
amount of cocaine coming into our
country, primarily from Colombia.

It is estimated that between 60 per-
cent and 80 percent of all the cocaine
used in America is produced in Colom-
bia. On hundreds of thousands of acres
of farmland that used to grow crops,
used to grow coffee, used to grow the
kinds of fruits and vegetables that Co-
lombia and Latin America are famous
for. When the FARC began its oper-
ations and the terrorists revolution-
aries began their operations, they
began to acquire a large area in Colom-
bia, specifically, do grow initially
marijuana, and then poppies, and now
they are into coca, which is converted
in local labs into cocaine, which is then
sent back here to the States.

Mr. Speaker, it is now a multibillion
dollar industry in Colombia. In fact,
the estimates are the FARC is receiv-
ing perhaps as much as $6 billion to $7
billion a year in income, which has al-
lowed the FARC, which has its own
zone inside of Colombia that is abso-
lutely isolated from the rest of the
country. It has allowed the FARC to
produce a military that has in excess of
$20,000 armed troops.

This military is well-trained. They
have the latest in terms of communica-
tion systems, and they have an elabo-
rate network in place to send that co-
caine through whatever means possible
to America, and they are doing that.

In fact, just a few weeks before I ar-
rived in Colombia, we were able to con-
fiscate, or the Colombians were able to
confiscate a submarine that had been
built with the assistance of Russian
scientists that the FARC was going to
use to move cocaine from Colombia to
America.

Mr. Speaker, the FARC has become a
major force that provides a threat to
America’s homeland defense. Now, I
have worked for the 14 years I have
been in Congress on issues involving
the security threats coming from Rus-
sia. I was a member of the Cox com-

mittee that investigated the transfer of
technology to China.

I was on the speaker’s advisory group
on North Korea. I have spent hours and
hours focusing on the threats coming
from those nations providing tech-
nology to unstable nations and to un-
stable groups. But I can tell you, Mr.
Speaker, I am now convinced that one
of the greatest threats that we face in
the 21st century is the threat to our so-
ciety from the continued growth of the
cocaine industry in America, especially
when this cocaine industry is sup-
porting a major military establishment
in Latin America, a destabilizing mili-
tary establishment.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the FARC and
the revolutionary groups are creating
serious instability in the areas in Co-
lombia where they, in fact, are secure.
And they are now spilling over into
north Ecuador, as well as having an
impact in other Latin American coun-
tries.

The day before I arrived at the base
camp at Larandia, there was intel-
ligence that a FARC exploratory group
was going to move into a small town,
which is a typical operation for them.
When they moved into that small
town, they would burn the local police
station, and they would hunt out the
police officers and either intimidate
them until they complied with the
FARC or until they killed them.

Mr. Speaker, 3,000 individuals per
year on average are kidnapped in Co-
lombia. Many of them are police offi-
cers at the local level trying to provide
protection for the people of the towns.
The FARC and the revolutionaries
have been going into small towns and
villages wrecking havoc on the quality
of life in those communities.

They have been taking peaceful
farmers and forcing them to stop grow-
ing legitimate crops and instead
produce the coca that the FARC then
buys and uses at their precursor labs to
produce cocaine, which is then shipped
to America. And if the local farmers do
not cooperate, they, too, are harassed.

Their buildings are burned. Their ve-
hicles are trashed and burned, and in
the end, the people themselves are tor-
tured. But the FARC is doing far worse
than that, Mr. Speaker, and so is the
result of the narcotrafficking trade in
Colombia.

The day before I arrived at Larandia,
there was a confrontation. The mili-
tary units of the Colombian base where
I lived, Larandia, were sent out, be-
cause they had intelligence that indi-
cated the FARC was going to raid a
local community and take over its po-
lice department.

The Colombian military met the
FARC unit on a small road outside the
village. A firefight ensued. The FARC
was equipped with AK47s, the latest
weapons available for a military any-
place in the world today, bought with
those billions of dollars of money, most
of it coming from wealthy Americans
wanting to have their coke, at the
same time they are proclaiming that

somehow they are concerned about the
drug problem in America.

Mr. Speaker, the confrontation that
ensued resulted in the death of 3 FARC
uniform personnel. One of the uniform
personnel, Mr. Speaker, was a 12-year-
old girl. The second FARC soldier that
was killed was a 14-year-old boy, and
the third FARC military person that
was killed was a 17-year-old boy. And
the mode of operation was the same as
it always is with the FARC.

When they get into a confrontation
with the Colombian military, which
may occur, 100 yards or 200 yards away
so the soldiers cannot see who they are
up against, the FARC pushes young
kids in uniform out in the front so they
are the first to be killed. They are the
first to die.

Mr. Speaker, this has happened time
and time again throughout Colombia.
In fact, with all of our concerns about
the crimes of Saddam Hussein and
Slobodan Milosevic, it is amazing to
me that there is not an outcry in this
country for a war crimes tribunal
against the gross human atrocities
being caused by the FARC and the rev-
olutionary groups in Colombia and
Latin America.

Because what is occurring there? The
hundreds of deaths, the slaughtering of
young children, the slaughtering of
families, the forcing of farmers to grow
these illegal crops and the devastation
of local villages, is a gross kind of
human rights abuse that I do not think
we have seen the likes of since Saddam
Hussein was in his prime back in Iraq
before the invasion.

Mr. Speaker, we have no choice but
to support the Colombians in this
struggle and they are winning. They
are making progress. The training is
working.

Mr. Speaker, I insert for the RECORD
a summary of counternarcotics oper-
ations in Putumayo, which is the hot
bed of this activity in Colombia. This
was prepared at my request by our Am-
bassador. I submit this for the RECORD
for all of our colleagues to review and
for all Americans to understand the
success that is occurring in Colombia
as we begin to eradicate hopefully 100
percent of the coca production in that
country which has led to the huge pro-
liferation of cocaine into America.
SUMMARY OF COUNTERNARCOTICS OPERATIONS

IN PUTUMAYO, DECEMBER 19, 2000–JANUARY
28, 2001
(Prepared for Representative Curt Weldon)

I. INTRODUCTION

The first six weeks of counternarcotics op-
erations in Putumayo Department in south-
ern Colombia (the initial geographical focus
under Plan Colombia) have seen many posi-
tive results. Two social pacts supported by
the U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment, which provide for voluntary manual
eradication and alternative crop develop-
ment, have been signed by over 1400 families
in Puerto Asis municipality, and six more
are expected to be signed before the end of
March. Aerial coca eradication and ground
interdiction activities have taken place in
south-central and southwestern Putumayo.
As of January 28, 2001, over 24,000 hectares
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have been sprayed in Putumayo, the most
densely cultivated area in the world. There
has been an unprecedented level of coopera-
tion between the Colombian Army
Counterdrug Brigade and the Antinarcotics
Directorate of the Colombian National Po-
lice. The operations have proceeded with rel-
atively few incidents of armed clashes or
ground fire directed at spray aircraft.

II. AERIAL ERADICATION

Although estimates vary, coca cultivation
in Putumayo could be as high as 90,000 hec-
tares (about 225,000 acres). The most dense
areas of cultivation are located in south-
western Putumayo. Aerial eradication in
Putumayo began in that area on December
22, 2000. As of January 28, 2001, a total of
24,123 hectares has been sprayed—22,332 hec-
tares in southwestern Putumayo (mostly in
paramilitary-dominated zones) and 1,791 hec-
tares in south-central Putumayo. Spraying
is currently taking place in southwestern
Putumayo. There have been eight spray
planes and/or escort helicopters hit by hos-
tile ground fire (in six incidents) since com-
mencement of spraying in Putumayo—fewer
than expected, given the high presence of il-
legal armed groups operating in Putumayo.
None resulted in any injury or serious dam-
age to aircraft.

III. COLOMBIAN MILITARY OPERATIONS

As of January 28, 2001 there are approxi-
mately 3,000 Colombian Army troops de-
ployed in Putumayo, including troops from
the First and Second Counterdrug Battalions
of the Counterdrug Brigade. The ground
troops support aerial eradication activities
and conduct lab interdictions. Since the
start of operations in mid-December 2000, Co-
lombian military forces have attacked 40
targets in Putumayo, including coca base
labs, cocaine hydrochloride labs, and weap-
ons storage facilities.

There have been five incidents of armed
clashes between Colombian military forces
and illegal groups since the start of
Putumayo operations, one involving
paramiltaries and three involving FARC.
These clashes resulted in the deaths of two
12th Brigade soldiers, 11 FARC, and one para-
military. The fifth incident was the firing
(by unknown persons) of a rocket-propelled
grenade at an embassy-contracted fuel plane
(carrying Colombian National Police offi-
cers) departing Tres Esquinas.

The level of cooperation between Colom-
bian military forces and antinarcotics police
during the Putumayo operation has been un-
precedented, given the historic rivalries be-
tween the various armed forces and police.
The forces have shared USG-supplied heli-
copters to move troops and police in and out
of the spray/interdiction areas. The Deputy
Commander of the Counterdrug Brigade now
attends the daily briefings for the spray pi-
lots, hence is better able to deploy his troops
into the most effective areas and to alert the
pilots to suspected locations of hostile ele-
ments.

IV. U.S.-SUPPORTED ALTERNATIVE
DEVELOPMENT/MANUAL ERADICATION

A key aspect of the multifaceted Plan Co-
lombia projects targeted for Putumayo (and,
later, other parts of the country) is to en-
courage small coca growers to sign agree-
ments to voluntarily eliminate their illicit
crops in exchange for government assistance
with alternative crop development The U.S.
Agency for International Development is
working closely with the Government of Co-
lombia’s National Plan for Alternative De-
velopment (PLANTE), to put such agree-
ments into place. Two agreements have been
signed to date by a total of 1453 families in
Puerto Asis municipality, providing for the
voluntary elimination of nearly 3000 hectares

of coca. Six more agreements are expected to
be signed before the end of March 2001. The
target is to enter agreements with a total of
5500 families for the elimination of approxi-
mately 10,500 hectares of coca. The signing of
even two elimination agreements has had a
positive effect, in that many more families
are interested in signing them now that they
are perceived as a reality. The signings ap-
pear to have lessened some local officials’
opposition to aerial eradication as well.
While in the past they often complained that
government efforts were focused on the
‘‘stick’’ of spraying but not the ‘‘carrot’’ of
alternative development, at least one
Putumayo mayor has stated that the govern-
ment now apparently intends to keep its
word to combine the two efforts.

V. HUMAN RIGHTS

Since the first Counterdrug Battalion was
formed in April 1999, we have had no human
rights complaints against the Counterdrug
Brigade, nor have we received any since joint
operations were launched in December 2000.
There has been minimal displacement, with
some 20–30 people displaced since spray oper-
ations began in mid-December. In contrast,
thousands of people were displaced in the
area between September-December 2000 as a
result of the FARC’s armed seige of
Putumayo.

As required under the Leahy amendment,
the Embassy vets all military and police
units which receive USG assistance by re-
viewing the unit’s human rights record and
regular reports from the Colombian Ministry
of Defense on any units or members of units
which are undergoing formal investigation
for human rights violations. The 24th Bri-
gade, a member of the Joint Task Force-
South under General Mario Montoya’s com-
mand, is currently the only element of the
Joint Task Force-South which is not ap-
proved to receive USG assistance.

VI. CONCLUSION

While the government of Colombia has
achieved significant success in the first
phase of U.S.-supported counternarcotics op-
erations in Putumayo, much more remains
to be done. Embassy is encouraging the Co-
lombian Army and Antinarcotics Police to
pursue more joint operations, and is encour-
aging the Colombian Presidency to explain
Plan Colombia more clearly to its citizens.
The Government of Colombia has shown the
political will to maintain its commitment to
the aerial eradication and interdiction as-
pects of Plan Colombia, even if violence es-
calates (as is likely to be the case). Public
support for antinarcotics aid is strong, but
continued close engagement at all levels will
be required to maintain the GOC’s resolve.

Mr. Speaker, in this two-page sum-
mary, our colleagues will find a de-
tailed assessment of the successes that
we are achieving, of the cooperation of
the Colombian military, of the brave
efforts being put forth by military
leaders and police leaders who every-
day are being intimidated and whose
families are being threatened by the
FARC and the terrorist groups
throughout Colombia.

Mr. Speaker, I want to also assure
my colleagues one of the major con-
cerns we have in any country is that
there not be human rights abuses by
the military or the police of that coun-
try. In the training that I witnessed at
the Larandia operation, a major part of
our training program for the Colom-
bian military deals with human rights,
showing the soldiers on the ground in
Colombia that while they are there, to

weed out the corrupt narcoterrorists
activity.

They must adhere to strict human
rights concerns that we have. They
must comply with international norms.
They must not abuse innocent people.
And while there are still incidents as
there are even in our own military,
from time to time, of concerns relative
to human rights. I can assure our col-
leagues that the Colombian military,
the Colombian police department have
made overwhelming positive strides in
stopping human rights abuses from
those who are enforcing the laws and
from those who are going after the nar-
cotics traffickers.

Mr. Speaker, our military again is
rising to the occasion and doing an
outstanding job. The Colombian soldier
on the ground understands the impor-
tance of maintaining human rights and
dignity, even when they are dealing
with thugs involved, with growing and
selling off cocaine eventually for
America’s soil.

This summary gives a glimpse of the
kind of successes that we are having in
each of these areas; the efforts at
cleaning up the drug labs, the efforts at
spraying the crops, the efforts at pro-
tecting the human rights, the efforts at
helping to rebuild the economy of these
areas that have been devastated by
drug trafficking.

b 1600

The role of America is not just train-
ing. We are also providing resources. Of
the $1.3 million that we are placing
into Plan Colombia, only a small por-
tion is actually going to our military.
Significant parts of the money are
going into nonmilitary activities, such
as the Department of State. Other
parts are going into activities involv-
ing economic readjustment.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I have a series
of charts that I will be providing for
every Member of the House that give
an assessment as to where the $1.3 mil-
lion is going, the kinds of equipment
that we are buying, helicopters to do
spraying, and helicopters to accom-
pany the helicopters and the planes
that are doing the spraying of the
crops.

So the effort in Plan Colombia is not
just about helping the military. It is
about providing a broad strategy. It is
about building democratic institutions.
It is about helping local mayors and
local councils have better control over
their communities. It is involving our-
selves through Colombia in creating
additional economic activities for
farmers who no longer are going to
produce these drugs.

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that we
must stay the course in Latin America.
One of the concerns that I had when I
traveled to Ecuador and Colombia was
that we in America do not know
enough about our southern partners. I
am very pleased that our new Presi-
dent has made statements that he
wants to reach south. He has already
reached out to Mexico. I know that he
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wants to reach out to Central and
South America.

I am convinced, Mr. Speaker, that
many of us, including myself, have not
paid attention to our closest neighbors.
We have not taken the opportunity to
reach out to them as equal partners in
terms of economic development, envi-
ronmental cooperation, cooperation in
health and human services, and also
dealing with problems like the oil spill
off the Galapagos or the drug problem
in Colombia.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I had dis-
cussions in both countries and I am
now suggesting to my colleagues, espe-
cially those on the Committee on
International Relations chaired by the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE),
that we look at the putting together an
initiative, kind of a mini-Marshall
Plan that would bring a special focus
on the seven contiguous countries
around Colombia, to let these countries
know that Americans up north are not
just in Colombia, Ecuador, Bolivia,
Peru and Panama, that we are not just
there because of the drug problem, that
we want to establish a new relation-
ship, one that encourages more eco-
nomic investment and encourages real
environmental cooperation, one that
shows that we will assist them in im-
proving their quality of life in health
care and education; and in the end, a
strong component that will support the
rule of law and support the continued
effort to help the Colombian people and
the other nations rid themselves of this
terrible narcotrafficking and produc-
tion that has been occurring there over
the past several years.

I would hope that one of our objec-
tives in this session of Congress would
be to establish this mini-Marshall Plan
to show our friends in South America
that America wants to be true and
close partners of theirs. Ecuador has
been one of the closest allies to our
country for years. It is time to let the
people of Ecuador know that we appre-
ciate that support and that we want to
engage with Ecuador in a more aggres-
sive way.

I would hope that our colleagues on
the Committee of International Rela-
tions led by such great people as the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BALLENGER), who has traveled to that
part of the world more than any of our
colleagues, who along with his wife has
a better grasp of the situation in Cen-
tral and South America than many of
our people who serve in State Depart-
ment positions, that we reach out and
work with the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and his sub-
committee and work to shape a new
policy, a proactive policy that has a
military component but also shows the
people of South America that we want
to be their true friends and trading
partners.

I came away also, Mr. Speaker, from
my trip with one additional piece of in-
formation dealing with a very con-
troversial subject that will again be
taken up by this Congress this year,

and that is the School of the Americas.
Every year, Mr. Speaker, when we
bring up the defense authorization bill
on the floor, there are several Members
of Congress who offer an amendment to
basically do away with the School of
the Americas at Fort Benning, Geor-
gia; and they use the argument that
some of the graduates of that school
have committed atrocities and have
been involved in gross human rights
abuses, particularly in Central and
South America.

Mr. Speaker, I am not challenging
the fact that out of the thousands of
people that have gone through the
School of the Americas there have been
some bad apples, just as I would ac-
knowledge that you can take Harvard
University or Yale or Princeton and
find one or two graduates who have
ended up in jail because of white collar
crimes or because of things that they
have done that are against our society.

But I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, when
I ask the question of the Colombians
and the Ecuadorians and our leaders
and our two ambassadors in those
countries how important is the School
of the Americas to your success, the
answer was unanimous. The answer
was unanimous from everyone I talked
to, that the School of the Americas
played an absolutely essential role in
teaching South and Central American
leaders that the military responds to
the civilian part of society, that
human rights is a part of what a mili-
tary leader must consider every day he
or she is doing their job, that the
School of the Americas has trained
young military leaders to understand
the same types of leadership skills that
our military has that are so frequently
brought to their attention in serving in
our services.

So an additional point that our col-
leagues need to ask as they travel and
deal with the situation in Latin Amer-
ica is how important is this institution
to the continued success that we are
having in cooperating with the mili-
taries of the South American coun-
tries. Are they perfect? The answer is,
no. Is our military perfect? The answer
is, no. But we are both moving in the
same direction, addressing the con-
cerns of human rights and dignity as
we enforce laws and as we deal with ty-
rants and dictators and thugs such as
those involved with the FARC and the
revolutionary groups that currently
are running rampant in Colombia and
other parts of South America.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, the news is
good. The success is documented, and I
rise as someone who was not a big fan
of this initiative 6 months ago.

I was a skeptic. I am now convinced
we are doing the right thing. Our col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, are going to be
asked this year to provide a second
sum of money to continue this oper-
ation. Our colleagues need to get the
facts. Our colleagues need to travel to
Latin America.

To this end, Mr. Speaker, I will again
be organizing a delegation sometime in

the mid to latter part of 2001. I have al-
ready received a commitment that
Members of Congress will be able to
stay overnight in a base camp so they
can see firsthand and observe them-
selves the kind of training, the kind of
interaction, can talk to the villagers,
and can talk to people who are in the
Colombian military to see the success
firsthand that we are having.

In Ecuador, we will meet with the
leadership. We will also talk about en-
vironmental cooperation with pristine
areas like the Galapagos. In Colombia
and the other countries we visit, we
will begin to focus on the success that
we are having.

I encourage our colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, prior to the vote on these ad-
ditional funds, to travel to that part of
the world. The gentleman from North
Carolina (Chairman BALLENGER) takes
trips to Central and South America on
a regular basis. If our colleagues can-
not join the delegation that I organize,
they can contact the gentleman from
North Carolina (Chairman BALLENGER),
and I am sure he will organize an ap-
propriate visit as well this year.

I think in the year 2001, under the
leadership of our new President,
George Bush, Latin America is the key
area of focus; that we must renew old
friendships. We must show these people
in Central and South America that we
are not the ugly gringos of the north,
that we want to be their friends. We
want to be their trading partners. We
want to help them solve their environ-
mental problems. We want to help
them in their effort to weed out cor-
ruption, to deal with human rights
abuses, and to help them provide a
solid well-trained military and police
force to maintain the basic elements of
democracy.

In doing all of that, Mr. Speaker, I
am convinced America will be better,
our homeland defense will be more se-
cure, and we will have a better rela-
tionship with those people who inhabit
both Central and South America.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remain-
ing time and thank the Speaker and
the staff for sticking through this Spe-
cial Order.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment a concurrent reso-
lution of the House of the following
title:

H. Con. Res. 18. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for an adjournment of the House of
Representatives.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of Senate
Resolution 105 (adopted April 13, 1989),
as amended by Senate Resolution 149
(adopted October 5, 1993), as amended
by Public Law 105–275, further amended
by Senate Resolution 75 (adopted
March 25, 1999), and Senate Resolution
383 (adopted October 27, 2000), the
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic
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Leader, announces the appointment of
the following Senators to serve as
members of the Senate National Secu-
rity Working Group for the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress—

the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
BYRD) (Democratic Administrative Co-
Chairman);

the Senator from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) (Democratic Co-Chairman);

the Senator from Delaware (Mr.
BIDEN) (Democratic Co-Chairman);

the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr.
KENNEDY);

the Senator from Maryland (Mr. SAR-
BANES);

the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr.
KERRY);

the Senator from North Dakota (Mr.
DORGAN);

the Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-
BIN); and

the Senator from Florida (Mr. NEL-
SON).

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 94–304, as
amended by Public Law 99–7, the Chair,
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the following Senators to the
Commission on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe—

the Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
DODD);

the Senator from Florida (Mr.
GRAHAM);

the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr.
FEINGOLD); and

the Senator from New York (Mrs.
CLINTON).

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 94–304, as
amended by Public Law 99–7, the Chair,
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the Senator from Colorado (Mr.
CAMPBELL) as Chairman of the Com-
mission on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (Helsinki) during the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 2761 of title 22,
United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Majority Leader, appoints
the Senator from Alaska (Mr. STEVENS)
as Chairman of the Senate Delegation
to the British-American Inter-
parliamentary Group conference during
the One Hundred Seventh Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276h–276k of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. SESSIONS) as Chairman of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Mexico-United
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276h–276k of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. DODD) as Co-Chairman of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Mexico-United
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276d–276g of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
MURKOWSKI) as Chairman of the Senate
Delegation to the Canada-United
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to sections 276d–276g of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints the Senator from Washington
(Mrs. MURRAY) as Co-Chair of the Sen-
ate Delegation to the Canada-United
States Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the One Hundred Sev-
enth Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of sections
42 and 43 of title 20, United States
Code, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice
President, reappoints the Senator from
Tennessee (Mr. FRIST) as a member of
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 96–388, as
amended by Public Law 97–84 and Pub-
lic Law 106–292, the Chair, on behalf of
the President pro tempore, appoints
the following Senators to the United
States Holocaust Memorial Council—

the Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID);
and

the Senator from California (Mrs.
BOXER) (re-appointment).

The message also announced that in
accordance with sections 1928a–1928d of
title 22, United States Code, as amend-
ed, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice
President, appoints the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. BIDEN) as Co-Chairman
of the Senate Delegation to the North
Atlantic Assembly during the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON.
RAY LAHOOD, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COOKSEY) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Honor-
able RAY LAHOOD, Member of Congress:

WASHINGTON, DC,
January 29, 2001.

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Office of the Speaker, House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House, that I have received a subpoena
for testimony issued by the Superior Court
for the District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that the sub-
poena is not material and relevant and is not
consistent with the privileges and rights of
the House.

Sincerely,
RAY LAHOOD.

COMMUNICATION FROM PRODUC-
TION OPERATIONS MANAGER OF
THE OFFICE OF THE CHIEF AD-
MINISTRATIVE OFFICER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Gary J. Denick, produc-
tion operations manager, Office of the
Chief Administrative Officer:

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ADMINISTRA-
TIVE OFFICER, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, January 31, 2001.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
been served with a subpoena for records and
testimony issued by the Superior Court for
the District of Columbia in the case of United
States v. Armfield, Case No. M1098200.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the precedents and privileges of the House.

Sincerely,
GARY J. DENICK,

Production Operations Manager.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. CLAY) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SHOWS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BAIRD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. CLEMENT, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. DAVIS of California, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. UNDERWOOD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. GREEN of Texas, for 5 minutes,

today.
(The following Member (at the re-

quest of Mr. SOUDER) to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at their own

request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. MURTHA, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the provisions of House Concur-
rent Resolution 18 of the 107th Con-
gress, the House stands adjourned until
2 p.m., Tuesday, February 6, 2001.
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Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 12 min-

utes p.m.), pursuant to House Concur-
rent Resolution 18, the House ad-
journed until Tuesday, February 6,
2001, at 2 p.m.

f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

452. A letter from the Acting Executive Di-
rector, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Amendments to the Daily Com-
putation of the Amount of Customer Funds
Required to be Segregated (RIN: 3038–AB52)
received January 24, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

453. A letter from the Acting Executive Di-
rector, Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Delegation of Authority to Dis-
close and Request Information—received
January 24, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

454. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Oranges, Grapefruit, Tan-
gerines, and Tangelos Grown in Florida and
Imported Grapefruit; Clarification of Inspec-
tion Requirements [Docket No. FV99–905–5
FR] received January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

455. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Livestock and Seed Program, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Regulations Gov-
erning the Certification of Sanitary Design
and Fabrication of Equipment Used in the
Processing of Livestock and Poultry Prod-
ucts [Docket No. LS–98–09] (RIN: 0581–AB69)
received January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

456. A letter from the Executive Vice Presi-
dent, Commodity Credit Corporation, To-
bacco and Peanuts Division, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Cleaning and Reinspection of
Farmers Stock Peanuts (RIN: 0560–AF56) re-
ceived January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

457. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Tart Cherries Grown in
the States of Michigan, et al.; Suspension of
Provisions under the Federal Marketing
Order for Tart Cherries [Docket No. FV00–
930–6 IFR] received January 10, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

458. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Tart Cherries Grown in
the States of Michigan, et al.; Decreased As-
sessment Rates [Docket No. FV01–930–1 IFR]
received January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

459. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Dairy Programs, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Milk in the Northeast and Other Marketing

Areas; Interim Admendment of Orders
[Docket No. AO–14–A69, et al; DA–00–03] re-
ceived January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

460. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Raisins Produced from
Grapes Grown in California; Decreased As-
sessment Rate [Docket No. FV00–989–5 FIR]
received January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

461. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Raisins Produced From
Grapes Grown in California; Reduction in
Production Cap for 2001 Diversion Program
[Docket No. FV01–989–1 IFRA] received Janu-
ary 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

462. A letter from the Under Secretary of
Defense, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting the National
Guard ChalleNGe Program Annual Report
for Fiscal Year 2000, required under section
509(k) of title 32, United States Code; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

463. A letter from the Under Secretary, Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report on
outsourcing and privatization initiatives; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

464. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Law, Office of Secu-
rity and Emergency Operations, Department
of Energy, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Office of Security and Emergency
Operations; Security Requirements for Pro-
tected Disclosures Under Section 3164 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2000 [Docket No. SO-RM–00–3164]
(RIN: 1992–AA26) received January 30, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

465. A letter from the Deputy Under Sec-
retary of Defense, Department of Defense,
transmitting the annual report to Congress
describing the activities of the Defense Pro-
duction Act Title III Fund for Fiscal Year
2000, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. app. 2094; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

466. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Sus-
pension of Community Eligibility [Docket
No. FEMA–7753] received January 23, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

467. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Division of Investment Management, Office
of Investment Adviser Regulation, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule—Electronic Filing
by Investment Advisers; Amendments to
Form ADV; Technical Amendments [Release
No. IA–1916; 34–43758; File No. S7–10–00]
(RIN:3235–AI04) received December 22, 2000,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

468. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

469. A letter from the Acting Chief Coun-
sel, Office of Foreign Assets Control, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Blocked Persons, Spe-
cially Designated Nationals, Specially Des-
ignated Terrorists, Foreign Terrorist Organi-
zations, and Specially Designated Narcotics

Traffickers: Additional Designations and
Supplementary Information on Specially
Designated Narcotics Traffickers—received
December 19, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

470. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the semi-
annual report on the activities of the Office
of the Inspector General and the Secretary’s
semiannual report on final action taken on
Inspector General audits for the period from
April 1, 2000 through September 30, 2000, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) sec-
tion 5(b); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

471. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–465, ‘‘Capitol Hill Busi-
ness Improvement District Procedure
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received January
31, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

472. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–464, ‘‘College Savings
Act of 2000’’ received January 31, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

473. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–463, ‘‘Approval of the
Application for Transfer of Control of Dis-
trict Cablevision, Inc., to AT&T Corporation
Act of 2000’’ received January 31, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

474. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–406, ‘‘Sentencing Reform
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received January
31, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

475. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–418, ‘‘Freedom From
Cruelty to Animals Protection Amendment
Act of 2000’’ received January 31, 2001, pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

476. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–447, ‘‘Retirement Re-
form Temporary Amendment Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived January 31, 2001, pursuant to D.C.
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee
on Government Reform.

477. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–448, ‘‘Residential Permit
Parking Area Temporary Amendment Act of
2000’’ received January 31, 2001, pursuant to
D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

478. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–449, ‘‘Child Support and
Welfare Reform Compliance Temporary
Amendment Act of 2000’’ received January
31, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

479. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–457, ‘‘Foster Children’s
Guardianship Temporary Act of 2000’’ re-
ceived January 31, 2001, pursuant to D.C.
Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee
on Government Reform.

480. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–459, ‘‘Motor Vehicle Res-
idential Parking Regulation Amendment Act
of 2000’’ received January 31, 2001, pursuant
to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.
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481. A letter from the Chairman, Council of

the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–395, ‘‘Distribution of
Marijuana Amendment Act of 2000’’ received
January 31, 2001, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 1—233(c)(1); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

482. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. ACT 13–460, ‘‘Safe Teenage Driv-
ing and Merit Personnel Technical Amend-
ment Act of 2000’’ received January 31, 2001,
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1—233(c)(1); to
the Committee on Government Reform.

483. A letter from the Staff Director, Com-
mission on Civil Rights, transmitting the FY
2000 Federal Managers Financial Integrity
Act report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3);
to the Committee on Government Reform.

484. A letter from the Executive Director,
Committee For Purchase From People Who
Are Blind Or Severely Disabled, transmitting
the Committee’s final rule—Additions to and
Deletions from the Procurement List—re-
ceived January 19, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

485. A letter from the Executive Director,
Committee For Purchase From People Who
Are Blind Or Severely Disabled, transmitting
the Committee’s final rule—Additions to and
Deletions from the Procurement List—re-
ceived January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

486. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi-
cer and Assistant Secretary for Administra-
tion, Department of Commerce, transmitting
a report on the Strategic Plan for FY 2000-
FY 2005; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

487. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the FY 2000
Federal Managers’ Financial Integrity Act
Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3); to
the Committee on Government Reform.

488. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting a report
concerning surplus Federal real property dis-
posed of to educational institutions, pursu-
ant to 40 U.S.C. 484(o)(1); to the Committee
on Government Reform.

489. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting a re-
port on Revisions to Final Department of
Transportation FY 2001 Performance Plan;
to the Committee on Government Reform.

490. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Acquisition Regulation: Type of Con-
tracts [FRL–6932–7] received January 9, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

491. A letter from the Acting Chairman,
National Transportation Safety Board,
transmitting a copy of the annual report in
compliance with the Government in the Sun-
shine Act, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(j); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

492. A letter from the Director, Office of
General Counsel and Legal Policy, Office of
Government Ethics, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule— Technical Amendments to
Office of Government Ethics Freedom of In-
formation Act Regulation: Change in
Decisional Officials—received January 10,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

493. A letter from the Deputy Director for
Management, Office of Management and
Budget, transmitting a report entitled,
‘‘Electronic Purchasing and Payment in the
Federal Government—Update 2000’’; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

494. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule—Excepted Service; Career

and Career-Conditional Employment (RIN:
3206–AJ28) received December 19, 2000, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Government Reform.

495. A letter from the Chief Operating Offi-
cer, U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Inves-
tigation Board, transmitting a report on the
Annual Performance Plan for FY 2001; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

496. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, Office of Oceanic and Atmospheric
Research, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule—The Argo Project: Glob-
al ocean observations for understanding and
prediction of climate variability [Docket No.
001027300–0300–01] (RIN: 0648–ZA96) received
December 21, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

497. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Harvested for North Carolina
[Docket No. 000119014–0137–02; I.D. 121200H]
received January 9, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

498. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
for the lower Delaware River and several of
its tributaries in Pennsylvania and New Jer-
sey, in response to the provisions of the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act, Public Law 90–542, as
amended; to the Committee on Resources.

499. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
for the lower Sheenjek River in Alaska, in
response to the provisions of the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act, Public Law 90–542, as
amended; to the Committee on Resources.

500. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Additional Authorization To
Issue Certifications for Foreign Health Care
Workers; Speech-Language Pathologists and
Audiologists, Medical Technologists and
Technicians, and Physician Assistants [INS
No. 2089–00] (RIN: 1115–AE73) received Janu-
ary 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

501. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Clarification of Parole Authority
[INS No. 2004–99] (RIN: 1115–AF53) received
January 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

502. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Temporary Protected Status:
Amendments to the Requirements for Em-
ployment Authorization Fee, and Other
Technical Amendments [INS No. 1972–99]
(RIN: 1115–AF01) received January 29, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

503. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Update of the List of Countries
Whose Citizens or Nationals Are Ineligible
for Transit Without Visa (TWOV) Privileges
to the United States Under the TWOV Pro-
gram [INS No. 2020–99] (RIN: 1115–AF81) re-
ceived January 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

504. A letter from the Director, Policy Di-
rectives and Instructions Branch, Immigra-

tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Removing Burma From the Guam
Visa Waiver Program [INS No. 2099–00] (RIN:
1115–AF95) received January 29, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

505. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Tranportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747 Se-
ries Airplanes [Docket No. 99–NM–377–AD;
Amendment 39–12014; AD 2000–24–07] (RIN:
2120–AA64) received January 8, 2001, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

506. A letter from the Regulations Officer,
Federal Highway Administration, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the
Department’s final rule—Mitigation of Im-
pacts to Wetlands and Natural Habitat
[FHWA Docket No. FHWA 97–2514; 96–8] (RIN:
2125–AD78) received January 30, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

507. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Effluent Limitations Guidelines,
Pretreatment Standards, and New Source
Performance Standards for the Commercial
Hazardous Waste Combustor Subcategory of
the Waste Combustors Point Source Cat-
egory; Correction [FRL–6866–7] (RIN: 2040–
AC23) received January 29, 2001, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

508. A letter from the Chairman, Office of
Economics, Environmental Analysis, and Ad-
ministration, Surface Transportation Board,
transmitting the Board’s final rule—Modi-
fication of the Class I Reporting Regulations
[STB Ex Parte No. 583] received January 9,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

509. A letter from the the Director, Na-
tional Legislative Commission, The Amer-
ican Legion, transmitting the proceedings of
the 82nd National Convention of the Amer-
ican Legion, held in Milwaukee, Wisconsin
from September 5, 6, and 7, 2000 as well as a
report on the Organization’s activities for
the year preceding the Convention, pursuant
to 36 U.S.C. 49; (H. Doc. No. 107—37); to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

510. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Branch, Customs Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Technical Amendments to the
Customs Regulations [T.D. 01–14] received
January 30, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

511. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Closing agreements
[Rev. Proc. 2001–17] received January 29, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

512. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Appeals Settlement
Guidelines: Health Insurance Deductibility
for Self-Employed Individuals—received Jan-
uary 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

513. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Appeals Settlement
Guidelines: Retroactive Adoption Of An Ac-
cident And Health Plan—received January
29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

514. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
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the Service’s final rule—Changes in account-
ing periods and in methods of accounting
[Rev. Proc. 2001–24] received January 29, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

515. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Action On Decision:
Security State Bank v. Commissioner—re-
ceived January 29, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

516. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Appeals Settlement
Guidelines: Retroactive Adoption of an Acci-
dent and Health Plan—received January 24,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

517. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Appeals Settlement
Guidelines: Health Insurance Deductibility
for Self-Employed Individuals—received Jan-
uary 24, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

518. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Closing agreements
[Rev. Proc. 2001–22] received January 23, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

519. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Rules and regula-
tions [Rev. Proc. 2001–21] received January
23, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

520. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Contingent Liabil-
ity Tax Shelter [Notice 2001–17] received Jan-
uary 23, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

521. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Intermediary Trans-
actions Tax Shelter [Notice 2001–16] received
January 23, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

522. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Timely Mailing
Treated as Timely Filing/Electronic Post-
mark [TD 8932] (RIN: 1545–AW81) received
January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

523. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Disclosure of Re-
turns and Return Information to Designee of
Taxpayer [TD 8935] (RIN: 1545–AY59) received
January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

524. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Conversion to the
Euro [TD 8927] (RIN: 1545–AW34) received
January 10, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

525. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the USDA
1997–1999 activities report on environmental
assessment, restoration, and cleanup activi-
ties required by Section 120(e)(5) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act; jointly to the
Committees on Agriculture and Energy and
Commerce.

526. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting an update regarding the

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment’s 2020 Management Reform efforts that
have changed HUD for the better and the
semi-annual report of the Inspector General
for the period ending September 30, 2000, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) sec-
tion 5(b); jointly to the Committees on Fi-
nancial Services and Government Reform.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. MANZULLO (for himself, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. ENGLISH, Mrs. THUR-
MAN, and Mr. GRAVES):

H.R. 317. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for 100
percent of the health insurance costs of self-
employed individuals; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr.
SHAYS, and Mr. BORSKI):

H.R. 318. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a uniform dollar
limitation for all types of transportation
fringe benefits excludable from gross income;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ALLEN:
H.R. 319. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to provide an exception to
thenine-month duration of marriage require-
ment for widows and widowers in cases in
which the marriage was postponed by legal
impediments to the marriage caused by
State restrictions on divorce from a prior
spouse institutionalized due to mental in-
competence or similar incapacity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. EVANS (for himself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. FILNER, Mr. SHOWS, Ms.
BROWN of Florida, Mr. REYES, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. CARSON
of Indiana, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr.
BISHOP, Mr. BALDACCI, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. BORSKI, Mr. COYNE, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. FARR of California,
Mr. FROST, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. BARCIA,
Mr. CAPUANO, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
CRAMER, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. HALL of Texas,
Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr.
TANNER, Mr. WU, Mr. WATT of North
Carolina, Mr. WYNN, Mr. DICKS, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. GORDON, Mr. HOLDEN,
Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs.
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. MAS-
CARA, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MURTHA,
Mr. OLVER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. MORAN of
Virginia, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. POM-
EROY, Mr. SANDLIN, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr.
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
LAMPSON, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Mr. SKELTON, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. STENHOLM,
Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mrs.
MINK of Hawaii, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH,
Mr. BONIOR, Mr. SAWYER, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. WEINER, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MATSUI, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FRANK, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mrs. THURMAN, Ms. MCCARTHY of
Missouri, Mr. BOSWELL, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. SNYDER, Ms.

ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
CONDIT, Mr. MOAKLEY, Mr. UNDER-
WOOD, Mr. GEPHARDT, Mr. PETERSON
of Minnesota, and Mr. MALONEY of
Connecticut):

H.R. 320. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve benefits under the
Montgomery GI Bill by establishing an en-
hanced educational assistance program, by
increasing the amount of basic educational
assistance, by repealing the requirement for
reduction in pay for participation in the pro-
gram, by authorizing the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to make accelerated payments
of basic educational assistance, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. JACKSON of Illinois:
H.R. 321. A bill to assure protection for the

substantive due process rights of the inno-
cent, by providing a temporary moratorium
on carrying out of the death penalty to as-
sure that persons able to prove their inno-
cence are not executed; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself and Mr.
CLEMENT):

H.R. 322. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for
State sales taxes in lieu of State and local
income taxes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BECERRA:
H.R. 323. A bill to amend the 21st Century

Community Learning Centers Act to include
public libraries; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. BOEHLERT:
H.R. 324. A bill to amend the Comprehen-

sive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 to promote
brownfields redevelopment, to reauthorize
and reform the Superfund program, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. TANNER (for himself, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. JOHN, Mr. ABERCROMBIE,
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. STEN-
HOLM, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr.
BOEHLERT, Mr. BOYD, and Mr. CLEM-
ENT):

H.R. 325. A bill to amend the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act to establish a program
for fisheries habitat protection, restoration,
and enhancement, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee
on Resources, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. MINK of Hawaii (for herself,
Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. HILLIARD, Mr.
HINCHEY, Mr. WYNN, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SANDERS, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. CROWLEY,
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
WEINER, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr.
MCNULTY, Ms. WATERS, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Ms. MCKINNEY, Ms. MCCARTHY
of Missouri, Mrs. MALONEY of New
York, Mr. FILNER, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
JEFFERSON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. RANGEL,
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. SANDLIN, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
LEVIN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI, Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Ms. WOOL-
SEY, Mr. OWENS, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
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DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms.
DELAURO, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. MICA,
Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
BONIOR, Ms. RIVERS, Ms. KILPATRICK,
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. MASCARA, Mr. WU, Ms.
LEE, Mr. FROST, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
and Ms. ESHOO):

H.R. 326. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to provide for programs regard-
ing ovarian cancer; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. BURTON of Indiana:
H.R. 327. A bill to amend chapter 35 of title

44, United States Code, for the purpose of fa-
cilitating compliance by small businesses
with certain Federal paperwork require-
ments and to establish a task force to exam-
ine the feasibility of streamlining paperwork
requirements applicable to small businesses;
to the Committee on Government Reform,
and in addition to the Committee on Small
Business, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN:
H.R. 328. A bill to amend title 46, United

States Code, to exempt from inspection cer-
tain small passenger vessels that operate in
waters of the United States only in the Vir-
gin Islands; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. CLEMENT (for himself, Mr.
FORD, Mr. GORDON, Mr. HILLEARY,
Mr. WAMP, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. BRYANT,
Mr. JENKINS, and Mr. TANNER):

H.R. 329. A bill to authorize the establish-
ment of a suboffice of the Immigration and
Naturalization Service in Nashville, Ten-
nessee; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COX (for himself, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. BACHUS,
Mr. BAKER, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. BAR-
CIA, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. BARTON of
Texas, Mr. BASS, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. BOEHNER,
Mr. BONILLA, Mrs. BONO, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BRY-
ANT, Mr. BURR of North Carolina, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. BUYER, Mr.
CALLAHAN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CAMP,
Mr. CANNON, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. COBLE, Mr. COLLINS,
Mr. COMBEST, Mr. CONDIT, Mr.
COOKSEY, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRANE,
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. DEAL of Georgia,
Mr. DELAY, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DIAZ-
BALART, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. DREIER,
Mr. DUNCAN, Ms. DUNN, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. EVERETT, Mr.
FLETCHER, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. FOSSELLA,
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. GALLEGLY,
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr.
GILLMOR, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOSS, Mr.
GRAHAM, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. GREEN of
Wisconsin, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr.
GRUCCI, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. HAN-
SEN, Ms. HART, Mr. HASTINGS of
Washington, Mr. HAYES, Mr.
HAYWORTH, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. HERGER,
Mr. HILLEARY, Mr. HORN, Mr.
HOSTETTLER, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr.
HUNTER, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. HYDE,
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. JEN-
KINS, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
JONES of North Carolina, Mrs. KELLY,
Mr. KING, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr.
KOLBE, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. LARGENT,
Mr. LATHAM, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.
LEWIS of California, Mr. LEWIS of
Kentucky, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma,
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr.

MCHUGH, Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. MCKEON,
Mr. MICA, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr.
GARY MILLER of California, Mr.
MORAN of Kansas, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr.
NETHERCUTT, Mr. NEY, Mrs. NORTHUP,
Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. OSE, Mr. OXLEY,
Mr. PAUL, Mr. PETERSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. PICKERING, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
POMBO, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr.
RADANOVICH, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr.
RILEY, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN,
Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. RYAN
of Wisconsin, Mr. RYUN of Kansas,
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. SCARBOROUGH, Mr.
SCHAFFER, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. SHAW,
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
SKEEN, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr.
SMITH of Michigan, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
SPENCE, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. STUMP,
Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr.
TANCREDO, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. TAYLOR
of North Carolina, Mr. TERRY, Mr.
THORNBERRY, Mr. THUNE, Mr. TIAHRT,
Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. TRAFICANT, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. VITTER, Mr. WALDEN of
Oregon, Mr. WALSH, Mr. WAMP, Mr.
WATKINS, Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma,
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
WELDON of Florida, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. WICKER, Mrs. WILSON, Mr. WOLF,
and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska):

H.R. 330. A bill to repeal the Federal estate
and gift taxes and the tax on generation-
skipping transfers; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM (for himself, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, and Mr. GARY MILLER of Cali-
fornia):

H.R. 331. A bill to provide that the Davis-
Bacon Act shall not apply to contracts for
the construction and repair of schools and li-
braries, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself and Ms.
SLAUGHTER):

H.R. 332. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to improve consumers’ access to
airline industry information, to promote
competition in the aviation industry, to pro-
tect airline passenger rights, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. GEKAS (for himself, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. ARMEY, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. BARR of
Georgia, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BARTON
of Texas, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. BEREU-
TER, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BURTON of In-
diana, Mr. BUYER, Mr. CAMP, Mr.
CASTLE, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. CRAMER,
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr.
DREIER, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. ENGLISH,
Mr. FOLEY, Mr. FROST, Mr. GOODE,
Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. HILLEARY, Mr.
HOLDEN, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
of Texas, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. KLECZKA,
Mr. LINDER, Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky,
Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr.
NETHERCUTT, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr.
OXLEY, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
SISISKY, Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr. STUMP, Mr.
SUNUNU, Mr. SWEENEY, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mr. TERRY, Mr. UPTON,
Mr. WELDON of Florida, and Mr.
WELLER):

H.R. 333. A bill to amend title 11, United
States Code, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committee on Financial Services, for
a period to be subsequently determined by

the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:
H.R. 334. A bill to increase burdensharing

for the United States military presence in
the Persian Gulf region; to the Committee
on International Relations, and in addition
to the Committee on Armed Services, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DEMINT (for himself, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. SCHAFFER, and Mr.
GOODE):

H.R. 335. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of a commission to review and make
recommendations to Congress on the reform
and simplification of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. DOYLE (for himself, Mr.
BALDACCI, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. COYNE, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. MASCARA, Mr. MURTHA, and Mr.
PASCRELL):

H.R. 336. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to enhance outreach programs
carried out by the Department of Veterans
Affairs to provide for more fully informing
eligible surviving spouses and dependents of
deceased veterans of benefits available to
them under laws administered by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs and to improve as-
sistance provided at local levels by providing
for staff with specific responsibilities to as-
sist those individuals in obtaining benefits
under those laws; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. EMERSON (for herself and Mr.
BERRY):

H.R. 337. A bill to amend the Food Security
Act of 1985 to increase the maximum amount
of marketing loan gains and loan deficiency
payments that an agricultural producer may
receive during the 2001 crop year; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mrs. EMERSON (for herself and Mr.
BERRY):

H.R. 338. A bill to amend the Food Security
Act of 1985 to increase the maximum amount
of marketing loan gains and loan deficiency
payments that an agricultural producer may
receive during each of crop years 2001 and
2002; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. FROST,
Mr. HILLIARD, Mr. WEINER, Mr. NAD-
LER, and Mr. MCNULTY):

H.R. 339. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for coverage
of outpatient prescription drugs under part B
of the Medicare Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
(for himself, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. BONIOR,
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. FATTAH,
Mr. FILNER, Mr. FROST, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. HINOJOSA,
Mr. HOLT, Mr. KIND, Mr. KUCINICH,
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Ms.
MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. PAYNE, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. REYES,
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Mr. RUSH, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. SCOTT,
Ms. SOLIS, Mr. STARK, Mr. TIERNEY,
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr.
DEFAZIO):

H.R. 340. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to im-
prove the quality of public education and
raise student achievement by increasing in-
vestment, strengthening accountability,
raising standards for teachers, improving
professional development and teacher com-
pensation, rewarding successful schools, and
providing better information to parents, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. FORD:
H.R. 341. A bill to amend the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to au-
thorize school construction funds for local
educational agencies that have made im-
provements in teacher quality and student
achievement; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. FORD:
H.R. 342. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to make higher education
more affordable by providing a full tax de-
duction for higher education expenses and
interest on student loans; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FRANK:
H.R. 343. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to provide for the forgive-
ness of Perkins loans to members of the
armed services on active duty; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. FRANK:
H.R. 344. A bill to amend titles II and XVIII

of the Social Security Act to eliminate the 5-
month waiting period which is presently re-
quired in order for an individual to be eligi-
ble for benefits based on disability or for the
disability freeze and to eliminate the 24-
month waiting period for disabled individ-
uals to become eligible for Medicare benefits;
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce, and Transportation and Infra-
structure, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. ROEMER (for himself, Mr.
DOOLEY of California, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. CAR-
SON of Oklahoma, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. DAVIS of Florida, Mrs.
DAVIS of California, Ms. HARMAN, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. KIND, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
SCHIFF, and Mrs. TAUSCHER):

H.R. 345. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, to re-
authorize and make improvements to that
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:
H.R. 346. A bill to amend the Communica-

tions Act of 1934 to provide for the use of un-
expended universal service funds in low-in-
come schools, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:
H.R. 347. A bill to require the Federal

Trade Commission to prescribe regulations
to protect the privacy of personal informa-
tion collected from and about individuals on
the Internet, to provide greater individual
control over the collection and use of that
information, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. GUTIERREZ:
H.R. 348. A bill to amend the Nicaraguan

Adjustment and Central American Relief Act

to provide to certain nationals of El Sal-
vador, Guatamala, Honduras, and Haiti an
opportunity to apply for adjustment of sta-
tus under that Act, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAYWORTH:
H.R. 349. A bill to amend title 5, United

States Code, to provide competitive civil
service status for National Guard techni-
cians who are involuntarily separated other
than for cause from National Guard service;
to the Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. HEFLEY:
H.R. 350. A bill to establish certain require-

ments relating to the acquisition, transfer,
or disposal of public lands managed by the
Bureau of Land Management, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. HEFLEY:
H.R. 351. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to extend to civilian em-
ployees of the Department of Defense serving
in combat zones the tax treatment allowed
to members of the Armed Forces serving in
combat zones; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. HEFLEY:
H.R. 352. A bill to establish certain privi-

leges and immunities for information dis-
closed as part of a voluntary self-evaluation
of compliance with environmental require-
ments, relating to compliance with environ-
mental laws, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committees on Energy and Com-
merce, Transportation and Infrastructure,
Agriculture, and Resources, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. HOEKSTRA (for himself, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. GUT-
KNECHT, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. SAM
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
PAUL, Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Mr. SHAD-
EGG, Mr. TANCREDO, Mrs. BIGGERT,
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr.
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. PITTS,
Mr. SCHAFFER, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. ROYCE,
Mr. DELAY, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. COL-
LINS):

H.R. 353. A bill to require the Comptroller
General of the United States to conduct a
comprehensive fraud audit of the Depart-
ment of Education; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. HUTCHINSON (for himself, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. FOLEY, Mr.
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr.
MCINTYRE, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
ENGLISH, and Mr. GOODLATTE):

H.R. 354. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram to assist State and local governments
with improving the administration of elec-
tions through activities which may include
the modernization of voting procedures and
equipment, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina (for
himself and Mr. HOSTETTLER):

H.R. 355. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 with respect to nonprofit
organizations; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina (for
himself, Mr. DUNCAN, and Mr. HAN-
SEN):

H.R. 356. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that a member
of the uniformed services shall be treated as
using a principal residence while away from
home on qualified official extended duty in
determining the exclusion of gain from the
sale of such residence; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island (for
himself and Ms. BROWN of Florida):

H.R. 357. A bill to adjust the immigration
status of certain Liberian nationals who
were provided refuge in the United States; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island (for
himself, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
LANGEVIN, and Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts):

H.R. 358. A bill to authorize appropriations
for the Blackstone River Valley National
Heritage Corridor in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Resources.

By Mr. KOLBE:
H.R. 359. A bill to authorize the Secretary

of the Interior to set aside up to $2 per per-
son from park entrance fees or assess up to
$2 per person visiting the Grand Canyon Na-
tional Park and certain other units of the
National Park System to secure bonds for
capital improvements to these parks, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York:
H.R. 360. A bill to amend the Public Health

Service Act to establish a program of re-
search regarding the risks posed by the pres-
ence of dioxin, synthetic fibers, and other ad-
ditives in feminine hygiene products, and to
establish a program for the collection and
analysis of data on toxic shock syndrome; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York (for
herself and Mr. GREENWOOD):

H.R. 361. A bill to provide for international
family planning funding for the fiscal year
2002, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

By Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri (for
herself, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. MOORE, Mr.
LANTOS, and Mr. GRAVES):

H.R. 362. A bill to ensure that law enforce-
ment agencies determine, before the release
or transfer of a person, whether that person
has an outstanding charge or warrant, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MCNULTY:
H.R. 363. A bill to amend title 49, United

States Code, to grant the State of New York
authority to allow tandem trailers to use
Interstate Route 787 between the New York
State Thruway and Church Street in Albany,
New York; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mrs. MEEK of Florida (for herself
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN):

H.R. 364. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
5927 Southwest 70th Street in Miami, Flor-
ida, as the ‘‘Marjory Williams Scrivens Post
Office’’; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mr. MOORE (for himself, Mr.
FROST, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. FILNER, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut,
Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. ROSS):

H.R. 365. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require persons
making certain campaign-related telephone
calls to disclose the identification of the per-
son financing the call, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration.

By Mr. MOORE (for himself and Mr.
FROST):

H.R. 366. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to make unlawful the knowing
dissemination of false information regarding
elections for Federal office with the intent of
discouraging another person from voting; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NADLER:
H.R. 367. A bill to promote the health and

safety of children by requiring the posting of
Consumer Product Safety Commission child
care center safety standards in child care



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H165January 31, 2001
centers and by requiring that the Secretary
of Health and Human Services report to Con-
gress with recommendations to promote
compliance with such standards; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and
in addition to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. NORWOOD, and
Mr. SCHAFFER):

H.R. 368. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals a cred-
it against income tax for tuition and related
expenses for public and nonpublic elemen-
tary and secondary education; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. BAKER,
Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr.
BISHOP, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. ISAKSON,
Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. SCHAFFER, Mr.
RADANOVICH, Mr. UDALL of New Mex-
ico, and Mr. UPTON):

H.R. 369. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit for
elementary and secondary school teachers;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, and Mr. NORWOOD):

H.R. 370. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against
income tax for amounts contributed to char-
itable organizations which provide elemen-
tary or secondary scholarships and for con-
tributions of, and for, instructional mate-
rials and materials for extracurricular ac-
tivities; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Ms. RIVERS:
H.R. 371. A bill to amend the Individuals

with Disabilities Education Act relating to
the minimum amount of State grants for
any fiscal year under part B of that Act; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Ms. RIVERS:
H.R. 372. A bill to prevent Members of Con-

gress from receiving any automatic pay ad-
justment which might otherwise take effect
in 2002; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration, and in addition to the Committee on
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him-
self, Mr. GRUCCI, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. CRENSHAW,
Mr. REHBERG, Mr. BROWN of South
Carolina, and Mr. AKIN):

H.R. 373. A bill to amend the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2001
to protect Social Security surpluses; to the
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. ROYCE:
H.R. 374. A bill to establish a National

Commission to Eliminate Waste in Govern-
ment; to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself, Mr. PITTS,
and Mr. ROHRABACHER):

H.R. 375. A bill to dismantle the Depart-
ment of Commerce; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committees on Transportation and Infra-
structure, Financial Services, International
Relations, Armed Services, Ways and Means,
Government Reform, the Judiciary, Science,

and Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. ROYCE:
H.R. 376. A bill to abolish the Department

of Energy; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services, Science, Govern-
ment Reform, Rules, and Resources, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SERRANO:
H.R. 377. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide additional incen-
tives for the use of clean-fuel vehicles by
businesses within empowerment zones, en-
terprise communities, and renewal commu-
nities; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. SERRANO:
H.R. 378. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for designation
of overpayments and contributions to the
United States Library Trust Fund, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means, and in addition to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SHAW (for himself, Mr. PAUL,
and Mr. PETRI):

H.R. 379. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow issuance of tax-ex-
empt private activity bonds to finance pub-
lic-private partnership activities relating to
school facilities in public elementary and
secondary schools, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SHAYS (for himself, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. WAMP, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CAS-
TLE, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. HORN, Mrs.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. GILMAN,
Mr. FARR of California, Mrs. ROU-
KEMA, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr.
GEPHARDT, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. STENHOLM, Mrs.
MORELLA, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia,
Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. FRANK, Mr. BASS,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
GILLMOR, Ms. RIVERS, Mrs. JOHNSON
of Connecticut, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
LEACH, Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr.
RAMSTAD, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. LOBIONDO,
Mr. TURNER, Mr. GANSKE, Mr. BAR-
RETT, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr.
FOLEY, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina,
Mr. WALSH, Mr. KIND, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. OSE, Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. STARK, Mr.
SIMMONS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. MORAN of Virginia,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. LU-
THER, Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut,
Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
CLEMENT, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. PALLONE,
Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. PASCRELL,
Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr.
DAVIS of Florida, Mr. HOLT, Mr.
GREEN of Texas, Mr. KLECZKA, Ms.
KILPATRICK, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. SPRATT, Mr.
HOEFFEL, Mr. MOORE, Mr. BORSKI, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico,
Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. MCCAR-
THY of Missouri, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. BAIRD,
Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. INSLEE, Mr.
STRICKLAND, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms.

ESHOO, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. WEINER, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. UDALL of
Colorado, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. BERKLEY,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
COYNE, Mr. BECERRA, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. EVANS, Mr. UNDER-
WOOD, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. LAFALCE,
Mr. WU, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. GORDON,
Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
VISCLOSKY, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. HOOLEY
of Oregon, Mr. REYES, Mr. MCNULTY,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. ROSS, Mr. BROWN of
Ohio, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CARSON of
Oklahoma, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. KENNEDY
of Rhode Island, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr.
BERRY, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. SAW-
YER, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr.
SAXTON, Ms. LOFGREN, and Ms.
DEGETTE):

H.R. 380. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to reform the fi-
nancing of campaigns for elections for Fed-
eral office, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on House Administration, and in
addition to the Committees on Education
and the Workforce, Government Reform, the
Judiciary, Ways and Means, and Rules, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. STEARNS:
H.R. 381. A bill to prospectively repeal sec-

tion 210 of the Public Utility Regulatory
Policies Act of 1978; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mr.
BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. HALL of
Texas, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
NETHERCUTT, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska,
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. HOLDEN, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. COMBEST,
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. BARCIA, and Mr.
LARSEN of Washington):

H.R. 382. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide a national standard
in accordance with which nonresidents of a
State may carry certain concealed firearms
in the State, and to exempt qualified current
and former law enforcement officers from
State laws prohibiting the carrying of con-
cealed handguns; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr.
SCHAFFER):

H.R. 383. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for
amounts paid for health insurance and pre-
scription drug costs of individuals; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SWEENEY:
H.R. 384. A bill to establish a national pol-

icy of basic consumer fair treatment for air-
line passengers; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. TANCREDO (for himself, Mr.
STUMP, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. RIVERS, and
Mr. RYUN of Kansas):

H.R. 385. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
vide for parental notification and consent
prior to enrollment of a child in a bilingual
education program or a special alternative
instructional program for limited English
proficient students; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. THORNBERRY:
H.R. 386. A bill to amend the Federal Food,

Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to or-
phan drugs; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
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By Mr. WEINER:

H.R. 387. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the child tax
credit; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. WEINER:
H.R. 388. A bill to amend the Low-Income

Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981 to ex-
tend energy assistance to households headed
by certain senior citizens; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WEINER (for himself, Mr.
BENTSEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. ENGEL,
Mr. FRANK, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. PRICE
of North Carolina, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr.
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. ESHOO, Mr.
FROST, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
SANDERS, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 389. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act, the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974, and chapter 89 of
title 5, United States Code, to require cov-
erage for the treatment of infertility; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committees on Education
and the Workforce, and Government Reform,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WEINER:
H.R. 390. A bill to require the establish-

ment of regional consumer price indices to
compute cost-of-living increases under the
programs for Social Security and Medicare
and other medical benefits under titles II
and XVIII of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Energy and Com-
merce, and Education and the Workforce, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WOLF:
H.R. 391. A bill to require foreign countries

to meet certain requirements relating to po-
litical freedom, transparency, account-
ability, and good governance in order to be
eligible to receive cancellation or reduction
of debt owed to the United States; to the
Committee on International Relations, and
in addition to the Committee on Financial
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. COX (for himself, Mr. ARMEY,
Mr. DELAY, Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma,
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BACHUS, Mr.
BAKER, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. BARR of
Georgia, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland,
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. BASS, Mr.
BEREUTER, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr.
BOEHNER, Mr. BONILLA, Mrs. BONO,
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BROWN of
South Carolina, Mr. BRYANT, Mr.
BURR of North Carolina, Mr. BURTON
of Indiana, Mr. BUYER, Mr. CAL-
LAHAN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CAMP, Mr.
CANNON, Mr. CANTOR, Ms. CAPITO, Mr.
CASTLE, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. COBLE, Mr. COLLINS, Mr. COM-
BEST, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. CRANE, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of
Virginia, Mr. THOMAS M. Davis of
Virginia, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. DREIER, Mr. DUNCAN, Ms.

DUNN, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. EHRLICH, Mrs.
EMERSON, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. EVERETT,
Mr. FARR of California, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FLETCHER, Mr.
FOLEY, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. GANSKE,
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr.
GILCHREST, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. GIL-
MAN, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr.
GOSS, Mr. GRAHAM, Ms. GRANGER, Mr.
GRAVES, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
GREENWOOD, Mr. GRUCCI, Mr. GUT-
KNECHT, Mr. HANSEN, Ms. HART, Mr.
HASTERT, Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HAYWORTH,
Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. HERGER, Mr.
HILLEARY, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. HOEK-
STRA, Mr. HORN, Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr.
HOUGHTON, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr.
HUNTER, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. HYDE,
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. ISSA, Mr. ISTOOK,
Mr. JENKINS, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Mr. KELLER, Mrs. KELLY, Mr.
KENNEDY of Minnesota, Mr. KERNS,
Mr. KING, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. KIRK,
Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. KOLBE, Mr.
LAHOOD, Mr. LARGENT, Mr. LATHAM,
Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. LEACH, Mr.
LEWIS of California, Mr. LEWIS of
Kentucky, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma,
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr.
MCHUGH, Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. MCKEON,
Mr. MICA, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr.
MORAN of Kansas, Mrs. MORELLA,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr.
NEY, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. GARY MIL-
LER of California, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
NUSSLE, Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. OSE, Mr.
OTTER, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
PENCE, Mr. PETERSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. PETRI, Mr. PICKERING, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. POMBO, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. QUINN,
Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr.
REGULA, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. REY-
NOLDS, Mr. RILEY, Mr. ROGERS of
Kentucky, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. ROYCE,
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. RYUN of
Kansas, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH, Mr. SCHAFFER, Mr.
SCHROCK, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. SHAW,
Mr. SHAYS, Mr. SHERWOOD, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. SIMMONS,
Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. SKEEN, Mr. SMITH
of Michigan, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. SOUDER,
Mr. SPENCE, Mr. STEARNS, Mr.
STUMP, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. SWEENEY,
Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. TAY-
LOR of North Carolina, Mr. TERRY,
Mr. THOMAS, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr.
THUNE, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. TIBERI, Mr.
TOOMEY, Mr. UPTON, Mr. VITTER, Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. WALSH, Mr.
WAMP, Mr. WATKINS, Mr. WELDON of
Florida, Mr. WELDON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. WELLER, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. WICKER, Mrs. WILSON, Mr. WOLF,
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. YOUNG
of Florida):

H.J. Res. 7. A joint resolution recognizing
the 90th birthday of Ronald Reagan; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. JENKINS (for himself, Mr. DUN-
CAN, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. ROGERS of
Michigan, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr.
NETHERCUTT, Mr. GOODE, Mr.
LARGENT, Ms. HART, Mr. LOBIONDO,
Mr. CASTLE, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr.
SCHAFFER, and Mr. TERRY):

H.J. Res. 8. A joint resolution proposing a
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu-

tion of the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NEY:
H. Con. Res. 18. Concurrent resolution pro-

viding for an adjournment of the House of
Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. MOORE (for himself and Mr.
STENHOLM):

H. Con. Res. 19. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that fu-
ture budget resolutions should maintain our
commitment to fiscal responsibility by using
agreed-upon surplus, tax, and spending fig-
ures; to the Committee on the Budget.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Ms.
PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. FROST, Mr. UDALL
of New Mexico, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. LUTHER,
Mr. BISHOP, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. SHOWS,
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. HALL of
Texas, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. DAVIS of Florida, Mr. WOLF, Mrs.
KELLY, Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr.
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. LARGENT, Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. OBERSTAR,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. BORSKI, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. BER-
MAN, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. BALDACCI, Mrs. MINK
of Hawaii, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms.
KILPATRICK, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mrs. THURMAN, Mrs.
NORTHUP, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. SANDLIN,
Mr. BONIOR, Mr. KING, and Mrs. JONES
of Ohio):

H. Con. Res. 20. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for the goals of Veterans
Educate Today’s Students (VETS) Day, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. BONILLA:
H. Res. 24. A resolution designating major-

ity membership on certain standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives; consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mr. FROST:
H. Res. 25. A resolution designating minor-

ity membership on certain standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives; consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mr. BALDACCI (for himself and
Mrs. EMERSON):

H. Res. 26. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the disparity between identical prescrip-
tion drugs sold in the United States, Canada,
and Mexico; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:
H. Res. 27. A resolution strongly urging the

President to file a complaint at the World
Trade Organization against oil-producing
countries for violating trade rules that pro-
hibit quantitative limitations on the import
or export of resources or products across bor-
ders; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

f

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, private
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. ALLEN:
H.R. 392. A bill for the relief of Nancy B.

Wilson; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mrs. CUBIN:

H.R. 393. A bill for the relief of Ashley Ross
Fuller; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 42: Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. HAYES, Mr. WELDON of Flor-
ida, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
WHITFIELD, Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. HEFLEY, and Mr. BARTLETT of
Maryland.

H.R. 43: Mr. ENGLISH and Mr. GREEN of Wis-
consin.

H.R. 79: Mr. ETHERIDGE.
H.R. 80: Mr. LAHOOD and Mr. LANTOS.
H.R. 99: Mr. PAUL, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr.

CRANE, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. BURR of North
Carolina, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. CAMP.

H.R. 103: Mr. PAUL and Mr. CAMP.
H.R. 105: Mr. PAUL, Mr. HEFLEY, and Mr.

SCHAFFER.
H.R. 123: Mr. SCHAFFER and Mr. WAMP.
H.R. 144: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota.
H.R. 145: Mr. HILLIARD.
H.R. 147: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. PALLONE, Ms.

HART, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. WYNN,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr.
HILLIARD.

H.R. 148: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. SANDLIN, and
Mr. BALDACCI.

H.R. 154: Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mrs. TAUSCHER,
Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr.
OBERSTAR, Mr. MOORE, Mr. SKELTON, Mr.
KING, Mr. PAUL, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. FROST, Ms.
KILPATRICK, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. DOOLEY

of California, Ms. RIVERS, Mr. PHELPS, Mr.
LUTHER, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. STUMP, Mr.
SIMMONS, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
DOYLE, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr.
WHITFIELD, Mr. KIND, Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, Ms. HART, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. GREEN of Wisonsin, Mr. BURTON of
Indiana, Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
SANDLIN, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. BARCIA, Mr. HOLDEN,
Mr. BAIRD, MRS. KELLY, and Mr. UDALL of
New Mexico.

H.R. 161: Mr. SWEENEY.
H.R. 166: Mrs. BONO, Mr. LATOURETTE, and

Mr. GOODLATTE.
H.R. 167: Mr. PAUL, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. SMITH

of New Jersey, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington,
and Mr. BURTON of Indiana.

H.R. 169: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
H.R. 179: Mr. COLLINS, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.

JEFFERSON, and Mr. MCNULTY.
H.R. 190: Mr. GOODE, Mr. CALLAHAN, and

Mr. DUNCAN.
H.R. 220: Mr. DUNCAN.
H.R. 236: Mr. HORN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mrs.

ROUKEMA, Mr. POMBO, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. BURR
of North Carolina, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. JENKINS,
Mr. KING, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. VITTER, Mr.
GANSKE, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. COOKSEY,
Mr. SHAYS, Mr. WOLF, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr.
HALL of Texas, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. COX, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. MEEKS of New
York, Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. WAMP,
Mr. ARMEY, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. HASTINGS of

Washington, Mrs. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. REY-
NOLDS, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CRANE, Mr. STEARNS,
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, and Mr.
GILCHREST.

H.R. 238: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD and
Mr. MATSUI.

H.R. 245: Mr. MASCARA.
H.R. 267: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, Mr.

LARGENT, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. REY-
NOLDS, and Mrs. MALONEY of New York.

H.R. 279: Mrs. CAPPS.
H.R. 311: Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.

SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. KOLBE, Mrs. ROU-
KEMA, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.
GREENWOOD, Mr. HILLEARY, Mr. SCHAFFER,
Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. LATOURETTE, Ms. HOOLEY
of Oregon, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. PITTS, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr.
DUNCAN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. BALLENGER, and
Mr. KING.

H. Con. Res. 4: Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. QUINN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
FILNER, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
KING, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. HART,
Mr. KUCINICH, and Mr. LOBIONDO.

H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. KING, and
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio.

H. Con. Res. 15: Mr. GEPHARDT, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, and Mr. BROWN of Ohio.

H. Res. 11: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. GONZALEZ,
and Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.

H. Res. 17: Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. DEFAZIO,
and Mr. FRANK.
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